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R. Bryson, of South Carolina; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

2469. By Mr. McCORMACK: Petition of
James E. Barsi, manager, August A, Busch &
Co., of Massachusetts, Inc., 222 Arsenal Street,
‘Watertown, Mass., and sundry others, protest-
ing against the enactment of any and all
prohibition legislation; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

2470. By Mr. HAYS: Petition of Mrs. Leo A,
Mons and others urging the adoption of House
bill 2082; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

2471, Also, petition of Arthur L. Hart and
others, urging the adoption of House bill 2082;
to the Committee on the Judiclary.

2472, By the SPEAEKER: Petition of the
Yellowstone Basin Assoclation, Billings,
Mont., petitioning consideration of their res-
olution with reference to Yellowstone River
Valley Basin; to the Committee on Irrigation
and Reclamation.

2473. Also, petition of Alamo and San An-
tonlo National Farm Loan Assocliation, San
Antonio, Tex., petitioning consideration of
their resolution with reference to House bill
50; to the Committee on Agriculture.

2474. Also, petition of the Moorish Science
Temple, of Brooklyn, N. Y., petitioning con-
eideration of their resolution with reference
to the great work which the Moorish Divine
and National Movement of North America is
doing for the benefit of fallen humanity; to
the Committee on Foreign Aflairs.

2475. Also, petition of the city of Ironwood,
Mich., petitioning consideration of their res-
olution with reference to utilization of the
National Youth Administration material; to
the Committee on Expenditures in the Exec-
utive Departments.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 1943

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our blessed Lord and Saviour, in Thee
we have a refuge in every time of need.
When temptation is nigh and human
courage is at the test, Thou art near;
when problems perplex and the way is
uncertain, Thou dost help us to under-
stand; when the sight is dim and the
clouds low, we may be unquestionably
sure that we are not alone. In unutter-
able quiet and as tranquil as sunlight,
Thou dost lift the trusting soul beyond
the clutch of circumstances.

O God, enlarge the sense of our won-
derful privilege and lead us to break
through all barriers of misunderstanding
and prejudice, giving stimulus to all that
is great and good in the being of man.
How tremendous is our mission and how
noble is our calling; O give us those req-
uisite qualities of strength that will keep
us true to the tasks entrusted to us.
Bless and qualify us for the very best
which lies before us; consider our in-
firmities and grant us the sweetening
grace of Thy forbearance. We pray
that we may never lose heaven out of our
hearts, but hold us in harmony with Thy
holy will and in tune with that music
which will resound and reecho forever.
In the name of our Saviour. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yes=
terday was read and approved.

AUTHENTICATED
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
own remarks in the Appendix of the
Recorp and include therein an article
from the Reader’s Digest.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and
include a resolution passed by the Amer-
ican Legion of Minnesota.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered. _

There was no objection,

Mr., JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and to include
therewith a speech delivered recently by
our distinguished Governor, John W.
Bricker.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. PLUMLEY, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and to include some
newspaper and magazine clippings.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

INSURANCE FOR EMPLOYEES OF CERTAIN
ORGANIZATIONS

Mr, LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr. Lyncr] addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Appendix.

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my own remarks in the REcorp and to
include therein a speech by Mr. W. M.
Carney, chief chemist of the Lion Oil Re-
fining Co. on the subject The Possibil-
ities for Chemical Development of Our
Natural Gas and Petroleum.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and
to include an address by Mr. James P.
Pope, a director of T. V. A., before the
meeting of the Cherokee County Farm
Bureau at Center, Ala.,, on August 13,
1943.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr, DICKSTEIN. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the REcorp and to include
therein a brief editorial from the Wash-
ington Post.
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and include an
editorial from the Chicago Sun, an ar-
ticle from a Washington paper, and a
letter answering an inquiry that came
to me.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. DIRKSEN, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 10 minutes today after the disposition
of the other special orders.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

VICTORY GARDEN BEANS

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to address the House for
1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. GAVIN. Mr., Speaker, today I
want to talk about an agricultural ac-
complishment which is unique, coming
from the great industrial State of Penn-~
sylvania, with its 11,000,000 people, with
over a million men in the armed forces
of the United States, producing today
over 30 percent of all the war materials.

We are also making an amazing con-
tribution to increase the food supply of
the Nation in the Victory-garden pro-
gram, I have listened to the distin-
guished gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Keere] talk about cheese, the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. KLeserc] talk about
cattle, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
CarLson] talk about wheat, the gentle-
man from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN] talk about
the tall corn, the gentleman from Geor-
gia [Mr. Pacel talk about peanuts, the
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. CHENO-
WwETH] talk about climate, and the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. O'Brien]
talk about the Irish; and so I want to
take this opportunity to say that along
with the great industrial accomplish-
ments of my State, our farmers have
something to talk about. I produce for
you herewith a string bean grown by
Win Smathers, of Clarion, Pa., in my
district, one of the smaller beans off his
vines, which is 41 inches long, weighing
7 pounds, and grown in 6 weeks.

This will give the farm State Repre-
sentatives something to gasp about. I
defy any Member of the House to pro-
duce from his district a string bean of
this gigantic, monumental size and
beauty. It proves to the Members of
the House that when Pennsylvania goes
all out for production for the war effort,
whether mechanized equipment or food-
stuffs, we get results.

Mr. KLEBERG. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. GAVIN. I yield to the gentleman
from Texas. i

Mr. KLEBERG. The gentleman is not
inferring, is he, that he is a “has bean”?
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The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
yesterday I asked and received unani-
mous consent to include certain material
in the Recorp., The Public Printer in-
forms me that this will exceed by one-
third of a page the amount permissible
under the rules and that the cost will be
$15. I ask that this may be included
notwithstanding the estimate.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr, SurrH]?

There was no objection.

DEBATE ON FULBRIGHT RESOLUTION

Mr, SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 1
minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. SmITH]?

There was no objection.

Mr, SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, in
opening the debate on the Fulbright
resolution, Monday, the majority leader
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
McCormMACK] resorted to some ugly
name-calling and invidious charges
which apparently were meant to apply
to those of us who do not see eye to eye
with him on certain matters of foreign
policy. He said:

The scoffers, the demagogs, the false
prophets, the dividers, the bigots will op-
erate just as they have in the past. Whether
or not they will be successful depends upon
an enlightened and aroused public opinion,
upon the vision and courage of our people,
and the decent people of other nations.

The attitude of mind expressed here is
quite characteristic of the gentleman.
We have heard it often before. It may
not be against the rules of the House for
a Member of this body to, by innuendo
and without referring specifically to
names, call some of his colleagues scof-
fers, demagogs, false prophets, di-
viders, and bigots. However, it seems to
me it is just as unbecoming for a Mem-
ber to resort to this means of abuse
against those of his colleagues who may
not acree with him as it would be for
him to do so by forthrightly calling them
by name.

I venture to say those of us who may
disagree with some of the policies the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
McCormack] believes in and seeks to
promote, still have a right to believe we
can do so conscientiously, with dignity,
and full maintenance of self-respect.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to proceed for
1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. McCorRMACK]?

There was no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr, Speaker, I
think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Smita] .takes unto himself a position
which no other Member of the House
would attribute to any remark I made,
and I am sorry if the gentleman has a
guilty conscience which prompted him
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to take the floor today. I want to assure
him that so far as I am concerned he
need not have that guilty conscience any
longer because my remarks were made
to the demagogs, the false prophets,
and the others, and that means that
when a man is a demagog or a false
prophet he is not intellectually honest.
Certainly men may disagree, and if one
has an honest view and expresses that
view, even if I disagree with him, I
would under no circumstances consider
him a demagog or a false prophet.
Certainly, the gentleman from Ohio I
would never consider to be a demagog
or a false prophet or a bigot, and so far as
I am concerned the guilty conscience of
the gentleman can be thrown out of this
application to him.
Chamber, because my remarks had no
The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

FUTILITY OF ATTACKS ON CORDELL
HULL

Mr. RANKIN. Mr., Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1
minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection te
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. RANKIN]?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Speaker, the scav-
enger attacks now being made on Cordell
Hull, our distinguished Secretary of
State, by a little coterie of radical propa-
gandists are having no more effect upon
Mr. Hull’s standing with the intelligent,
patriotic people of America than the ac-
tivities of the tiny termites that gnaw at
the base of the Washington Monument
have on the destiny of the Father of our
Country.

The serene dignity with which he has
ignored these scurrilous attacks is char-
acteristic of Cordell Hull, one of our
greatest living Americans.

On yesterday the distinguished Sena-
tor from Tennessee [Mr, McKELLAR] in-
serted in the REcorp an article by Frank
Kent, answering these scurrilous attacks.
I offered it for the REecorp before I
learned of its insertion ‘by Senator Mc-
Krernar, and I want to commend it to
everyone who is interested in seeing that
one of our great leaders, who is doing a
great job for the American people, re-
ceive proper treatment at the hands of
every element of the American press.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
on tomorrow after disposition of the reg-
ular business of the day and at the con-
clusion of any special orders hereto-
fore entered, I may be permitted to ad-
dress the House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. MURRAY]?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and to include
therein three short introductions.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Washington [Mr. Horan1?

There was no objection.

Mr. WENE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the REcOrRp on pouliry shows.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. WERE]?

There was no objection.

Mr. MORRISON of Louisiana. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in-
sert in the Recorp the remarks of one
of our own war heroes, including a let-
ter and a document written by Mr.
Joseph Leib, and also a letter of mine.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection o
the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. MoRRISON]?

There was no  objection.

PRINTING 6,000 ADDITIONAL COPIES OF
BIENNIAL REPORT OF CHIEF OF STAFF
OF UNITED STATES ARMY

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, from the
Committee on Printing, I present the
following concurrent resolution (H. Con,
Res. 43), and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved by the House o] Representatives
(the Senaie concurring), That the biennial
report of the Chief of Staff of the United
SBtates Army, July 1, 1941, to June 30, 1943,
to the Secretary of War, be printed as a
public document, and that 6,000 additional
coples be printed, of which 4,600 copies shall
be for the use of the House of Representa-
tives and 1,500 coples shall be for the use of
the Senate.

The resolution was agreed to.
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I renew
my request with respect to insertion in
the Recorp of my own remarks and clip-
pings previously made. I have an esti-
mate from the Public Printer to the ef-
fect that the article is in excess of the
amount allowed, under the rule, and it
will cost $112, I ask unanimous consent
that, notwithstanding the estimate of the
Public Printer, it may be included in the
RECORD. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ver-
mont [Mr, PLUMLEY]? )

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr, HOFFMAN, Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on tomorrow, at
the conclusion of the legislative program
of the day, and following any special
orders heretofore entered, I may be
permitted to address the House for 15
minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a guorum
is not present.
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Mr. McCORMACK. Mr, Speaker, I
move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names:

[Roll No. 144]
Allen, Ill. Hartley O'Toole
Andrews Hendricks Peterson, Fla,
Baldwin, N. Y. HIil Philbin
Barden - Hobbs Phillips
Bell Holmes, Mass, Pilttenger
Bland Izac Poulson
Brehm Jackson Pracht
Buckley Johnson, Reece, Tenn.
Burdick Anton J. Rizley
Canfield Johnson, Basscer
Carter Calvin D. Satterfield
Chenoweth Johnson, Ind, Scott
Clark Johnson, Shafer
Costello Lyndon B, Sheppard
Creal Eee Sheridan
Cullen Eelley Sparkman
Curley Kennedy Spence
Elliott Lane Stevenson
Elmer McGehee Thomas, N. J.
Fay McGranery Thomas, Tex.
Fizh McKenzie Towe
Fltzpatrick McMurray Treadway
Ford Magnuson Van Zandt
Gallagher Marcantonio Wadsworth
Gamble Merritt West
Goodwin Miller, Pa. ‘Whelchel, Ga.
Gore Murphy White
Granger Norton Whitten
Green O'Brien, Mich, Wigglesworth
Gross O'Connor Winter
Hancock O'Konskl Wolverton, N. J.
Hart O'Leary

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 338
Members have answered to their names,
2 quorum,

Further proceedings under the call
were dispensed with.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

.

Mr. BOREN., Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to extend my own remarks
in the Recorp and include therein two
addresses of my own.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Okla-
homa?

There was no objection.

EMERGENCY MATERNITY AND INFANT
CARE FOR WIVES OF ENLISTED MEN
IN THE ARMED FORCES

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent for the pres-
ent consideration of the joint resolution
(H. J. Res. 159) making additional ap-
propriations for the fiscal year 1944 for
emergency maternity and infant care for
wives of enlisted men in the armed
forces.

The SPEAEER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri?

There was no objection.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri., Mr. Speak=-
er, I move that the House resolve itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the con-
sideration of House Joint Resolution 159;
and pending that motion, I should like to
ask the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Tager] if we can agree on time for
debate.

Mr, TABER. The gentleman has sug-
gested an hour on a side. I think that
would be enough to cover it.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Then, Mr.
Speaker, if that is agreeable to the gen-
tleman from New York, I ask unanimous
consent that general debate be limited
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to not to exceed 2 hours, one-half to be
controlled by the gentleman from New
York and one-half by me.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri?

There was no objection.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House

‘on the state of the Union for the con-

sideration of House Joint Resolution 159,
with Mr. Sikes in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The first reading of the bill was dis-
pensed with.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, we have reached a turn of the road
in this war, financially as well as stra-
tegically, Practically all capital-con-
struction expenditures have now been
made. The bulk of our factories, plants,
and facilities has been completed. From
now on, with few exceptions, it will only
be necessary- to provide for mainte-
nance, repair, and operation.

The Committee on Appropriations, in
preparing the bills which financed the
war program, has broken all records not
only in amounts carried by the bills but
in the efficiency and expedition with
which they have been handled. It is an
achievement which reflects credit on no
one party. All parties have cooperated.
We have had upon the part of both the
majority and the minority the closest
cooperation, As a matter of fact, hardly
a dollar has been authorized for appro-
priations by the Committee on Appro-
priations on which we have not had in
effect the unanimous approval of all
members of the committee.

Of course, we cannot expect such una-
nimity of purpose and action to continue
indefinitely. The national conventions
convene next June. We are already on
the eve of a national political campaign.
In view of the fact that there is little
difference either in Congress or the coun-
try on the progress of the war or on the
success of the war program, and—if the
vote taken yesterday is a criterion—there
is little appreciable difference on the
post-war program up to this time—it is
to be expected that from now on in
the consideration of appropriation bills
criticism of minor officials and minor
items in the supply bills, will be empha-
sized and magnified possibly on both sides
of the aisle for political purposes. I trust
it can be held to a minimum as the war
is far from won and there is still need
for unity and cooperation.

However, partisanship is inevitable in
campaign years—even in the considera-
tion of appropriation bills and if from
now on we hear some minor official
castigated, excoriated, and denounced on
one hand or praised, lauded, and glorified
on the other, when we are told in im-
passioned speeches that the ignorance,
stupidity, and inefficiency in the ad-
ministration of some particular activity is
equaled only by the reprehensible du-
plicity and rascality of the administrator,
or that the transcendent benefits accru-
ing from its administration marks the
administrator as a statesman and
philanthropist of the highest order, we
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may smile behind our hand and recall
that it is campaign year and normal
American politics as usual.

There is one such subject, however,
under general discussion at this time on
which there may be an honest difference
of opinion, and that is the impression
that there are large amounts of money
which have been appropriated which re-
main uncommitted and unexpended—
large reservoirs of money appropriated
for the war program but lying useless
and unutilized, which should be dis-
bursed béfore further appropriations are
made. It is a familiar charge and one
which has been in circulation from time
to time practically ever since the war
began. In answer to a similar repre-
sentation in the last Congress I secured
from the Bureau of the Budget and in-
serted into the Recorp on February 5,
1943, a statement from the Director of
the Budget showing in full the amounts
appropriated, the amounts that had been
committed, and the amounts estimated
to remain unobligated and those esti-
mated to be unexpended on the 1st day
of July 1943. Up to that time we appro-
priated for the war program, according
to the statement of the Bureau of tre
Budget, including funds made available
by Government corporations, $241,000,-
000,000, and there was estimated to be obh-
ligated by July 1, 1943, $233,000,000,000,
leaving at that time, on the 1st of July
1943, estimated to be unobligated, only
$8,000,000,000. In other words, at that
time, of that huge appropriation of $241,-
000,000,000, something like only 3% per=
cent was estimated to remain uncommit-
ted at the end of the fiscal year, and you
must take into consideration the fact
that the departments cannot enter into
contracts to expend money until the
money has been appropriated, and for us
not to have some small reservoir, some
slight latitude, means that in cases of
emergency there would be unnecessary,
unwarranted, and dangerous delay in
providing needed facilities if there was
not at least some amount available for.
allocation,

The figures I have given were the esti-
mated situation on June 30, 1943, as made
of February last. I do not have the data
as to the actual situation on June 30 as
to unobligated funds, but do recall that
because of changes in War Department
programs due to change in emphasis in
the war abroad there was unobligated in
War Department funds at the end of the
fiscal year 1943 something over $12,000,-
000,000 instead of about $6,500,000,000,
as had been estimated in the previous
February. Probably the actual situation
at the end of the fiscal year was some-
thing double the $8,000,000,000 estimated
figure, or 6 percent. The unobligated
funds of the War Department were re-
appropriated for the fiscal year 1944 in-
stead of providing new money, and it is
a tribute to the Department that these
funds did remain unobligated and were
reported to Congress for reassignment.

Since December 31, 1942, we have ap-
propriated, in round numbers, an addi-
tional approximate $97,000,000,000 for
the war program, so that up to the pres-
ent time we have appropriated for the
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war program something over $330,000,-
000,000, Our allocations have pretty
well kept pace with our appropriations
as the fiscal year goes ahead.

Of course, we cannot at this time tell
what the unobligated balances will be at
the end of the fiscal year 1944, which is
June 30 next. Obligations are being in-
curred every day and will be so incurred
all during the fiscal year, and I believe
from our past experience and with better
organization and systemization of our
armed foreces, that improvement is con-
stantly occurring in handling the fiscal
affairs of the war. One thing must be
made plain to Congress and to the Ameri-
can people. The authorities conducting
the military, naval, and other war oper-
ations cannot turn a hand or a wheel
until they have in hand the funds with
which to pay for all of the programs
which they must undertake in advance.
They cannot run deficits for these things
end then come in with a bill and present
it and ask for the money. They are sub-
ject to the provisions of our penal stat-
utes if they do so. Vast as these sums
are, they are assigned to planned pro-
grams; programs that are studied and
arranged far ahead; programs that sup-
port a war that is world-wide in propor-
tions; programs that seek to give to our
men the arms and weapons that are the
best in the quantities and at the times
that they need them; programs that will
give our men the best of food, clothing,
medical attention, and other care, no
matter where they may be required to go.
To plan, contract for, execute, and ad-
minister these war operations require ap-
propriation of the funds far in advance.
We review the obligation status of these
funds from time to time in connection
with our hearings and will continue to do
so. Congress and the American people
want everything possible done to safe-
guard war funds, but they do not want
our war programs hampered by con-
stantly digging up the garden to see if
the seed has sprouted.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missourl. I yield to
the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The gentleman
speaks of appropriations and alloca-
tions. . What amount has not been ex-
pended of the amounts that have been
allocated? Is the gentleman able to
advise the Committee?

Mr. CANNON of Missourl. Of the
. total of $241,000,000,000 that had been
made available as of December 31, 1942,
for the war program it was estimated as
of July 1, 1943, that one hundred and
one billion would be unexpended, but
there are no data available to me right
now which would indicate what the
actual figure was as of that date. Our
daily rate of expenditure has jumped up
considerably since that time. In Jan-
uary 1943, for war purposes we expended
approximately $6,000,000,000, while in
August this has risen to a monthly rate
of about seven and one-fourth billion,
and it looks as though September will
run close to eight billion.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. What was the
date of the figures the gentleman gave
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when there had not been expended—up
to what date?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. That is
merely an approxXimate estimate as of
February 5 for the reason that no defi-
nite figures were available.

Mr, WHITTINGTON. An approxi-
mate estimate up to the present time?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. To June
30, 1943.

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. BOREN. If we spent $330,000,-
000,000 in appropriations in 1940, and the
tax income has been only some $85,000,-
000,000, have we not approached or
passed the legal debt limit?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri., No, we
have not yet passed the legal debt limit
figures, but we have reached a posi-
tion where it is highly important that
we take into consideration the amount of
money that can be raised by taxation and
by loans.

Mr, Chairman, returning to the point
of interruption, this war has been fought
with less waste in proportion to the
number of men engaged and the amounts
involved than any war in the history of
the Nation. Of course, economy and war
do not go together. As a matter of fact
war and sound business practices have
little in common. When the house is
afire we cannot take time to negotiate
with the firemen the cost of putting out
the fire. Our house was afire; it was in
imminent danger of being burned down
over our heads, and we could not always
take the time to follow normal business
practices, with resourceful enemies liable
at any moment to be over our heads de-
stroying the factories in which we were
producing indispensable materials of
war. But we have lost no time reaching
sound business practices at the first op-
portunity. Contrary to the practice in
every previous war, we have not waited
until the war is over to investigate and
remedy. Heretofore at the close of every
war we have appointed committees of
investigation which have gone into the
conduct of the war long after the horse
was stolen and long after it was too late
to lock the barn door.

In this war, from the first, our com-
mittees of investigation, both in the
House and in the Senate, and in joint
committees, have been searching every
field and phase of the war to uncover ir-
regularities or maladministrations—to
discover errors either of judgment or ac-
tion. As a result we have weeded out
and are continuing to weed out as rapidly
as possible, all preventable waste. As
soon as we find a leak we stop it.

And we are including in every contract
8 clause providing for renegotiation. Of
course, the making of much of this war
material was withoyt precedent. Much
of the war machinery had never been
manufactured before. It required new
plants; new machinery; new tools. Itre-
quired the training of new workmen.
There was no data upon which we could
base a reasonable estimate as to the cost
of producing these strange engines of
war. But they had to be provided, and
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provided Immediately. Consequently it
was necessary to enter into contracts
under which production would start, but
with the understanding that after pro-
duction was underway we would send
auditors and inspectors into the factories
to determine the cost of production and
the amount of profit. Wherever the
profit was unreasonable or more than the
normal profit would have been under
similar circumstances in time of peace,
we renegotiated. We took from the con-
tractor any surplus profit to which he was
not entitled and covered it back into the
Federal Treasury, and adjusted the price
paid him on future production under the
same contract.

As a result you will notice in releases
by the Associated Press last month, that
up until July 30, 1943, we had saved the
Government $4,333,000,000 which would
otherwise have gone into the pockets of
the contractors. It might be said that
even where we were in a position to make
a somewhat accurate estimate of the
cost of production, new methods were in-
troduced, and through mass production,
and the installation of assembly lines,
production was so speeded up that there
was a marked decrease in the unit cost
and in the daily output.

In every war, especially in recent wars,
in the Civil War, in the Spanish-Ameri-
can War, and in the First World War,
we created multimillionaires overnight.
Men grew fat upon the profits of war
contracts; but in this war, through re-
negotiation, we take from the contractor
any profit to which he is not entitled and
return it to the Federal Treasury. No
one in this war is making unconscionable
millions out of the blood of American
soldiers.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Missouri has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Please
notify me when I have consumed 10 addi-
tional minutes, Mr. Chairman.

There has been some considerable dis-
cussion recently relative to the repeal of
the renegotiation clause in war con-
tracts. Let me say to those interests
which are so industriously agitating the
question of repeal that they might just
as well forget it. This House will not
vote repeal. The people of the country
will not permit the repeal or material
readjustment of renegotiation of con-
tracts. It has demonstrated its value
too conclusively.

When this war closes it is estimated
that the public debt, to which my friend
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr.
BoreNn] just referred, will approximate
$300,000,000,000.

Mr. ROBSION of Eentucky. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Eentucky.

Mr. ROBSION of Eentucky. I did not
get the full statement as to the date fixed
when in the gentleman’s opinion the debt
will be $300,000,000,000.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. At the
close of the war—provided, of course,
that the war does not last too long.

Mr. BUFFETT. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missourl. I yield.
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Mr. BUFFETT. The gentleman stated
that the Government had recovered
something over $4,000,000,000 from con-
tractors.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Part of
that is recovery which has been made by
reduction of profits, which have been re-
turned to the Treasury, and part of it
has been saved on the price of future
deliveries. Itisabout half and half. But
it totals approximately $4,333,000,000.

Mr. BUFFETT. None of that $4,000,-
000,000 represents money transferred
from the tax department back to the War
Department or the Navy Department?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. It repre-
sents money which has been saved by
the Government through the renegotia-
tion of contracts for war materials.

Mr. KEEFE. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? :

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. KEEFE. Where the Government
recovers, through renegotiation, sums of
money, that money is covered directly
into the Treasury?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri.
correct.

Mr. KEEFE, But where the renego-
tiation results in a reduction in the net
cost or price of the commodity or thing
being manufactured, that has the effect
and result of increasing the appropria-
tion to the department, because they
may purchase more of those articles for
the amount of money which had actually
been appropriated. Is that not true?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The gentle-
man is right both as to method and
effect.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr, Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr, VORYS of Ohio. The gentleman
mentioned $4,000,000,000 as the amount
of savings, of which about $2,000,000,000

That is

represents actual recovery. Is that
true?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Yes, ap-
proximately.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Of that $2,000,-
000,000 recovered, a great deal would
have come in otherwise through excess-
profits taxes? For instance, I have an
example in my district of where the re-
covery ran into hundreds of thousands
of dollars and the difference between
that and the excess-profits tax was only
$10,000. Could the gentleman give us
any idea of the actual saving beyond the
taxes, caused by renegotiation of con-
tracts?

Mr. COOPER. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a question right
along the line of the point raised by the
distinguished gentleman from Ohio?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. COOPER. In the hearings before
the Ways and Means Committee, which
have now been in progress for 2 weeks,
it is shown that an investigation and
survey was made by the National City
Bank of New York, certainly not a gov-
ernmental agency, and that showed that
only 70 percent of the excess profits
would be collected through the applica-
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tion of the excess-profits-tax law, leaving
30 percent, or nearly one-third not
reached by the present excess-profits-tax
law.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. DONDERO, Information has
come to me on that subject that through
negotiation with the Government the
amount has varied from four-tenths of
1 percent on some corporations to as
high as 22 percent on others. Does the
gentleman from Missouri think the Con-
gress should step in and fix a limitation
within which the renegotiations between
the Government could not go in order to
leave private industry and business with
a sufficient amount of surplus, seed
money, so to speak, to undertake peace-
time production?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The Gov-
ernment pays amply and generously for
services rendered. It pays a legitimate
and substantial profit on all -contracts,
taking infto consideration every cost of
production. But it provides under the
renegotiation clause for the recovery of
every penny above a normal and rea-
sonable prefit. The Government has
been enforcing that clause and ought to
enforce it, and will continue to enforce
it.

Mr. Chairman, we are told that at the
close of the war, we will have a public
debt of approximately $300,000,000,000.
That is so large a sum, ils purchasing
power is so great, that we cannot even
approximate its size, its value, or its
purchasing power. But we can reach
some faint comprehension of what it
means when we are told that it is more
than twice the assessed valuation of all
the property in the United States; and,
while assessed value may be only an in-
dex of actual value, it is at least a per-
tinent figure.

So, taking the estimate at its face
value, we will owe at the conclusion of
the war, under present prospects, some-
thing like twice what we are worth.

Any individual or corporation which
owed twice as much as it was worth
would be considered to be in a rather pre-
carious financial position, but there is
this difference between the position of
the Government and the position of such
an individual.. The individual might pos-
sibly, through operations of business and
trade, make that sum; but the only way
the Government of the United States
can reduce its obligation is by taking it
from the pockets of the taxpayers.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the

* gentleman from Missouri has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I will require 10 additional minutes.

The United States Government does
not repudiate its obligations; it pays its
debts and pays them in full. So, all of
this enormous sum which has been bor-
rowed must be paid back. And it must
be paid from taxes, and for that reason,
may we ask the Members of the House
to scrutinize carefully from this time for-
ward all proposals for appropriations
which are not imperatively essential to
the conduct of the war.
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Already there are influences asking
for appropriations in the annual supply
bills, on which we shortly begin hearings.
Many of these requests for appropria-
tions are in themselves worthy, and that
should not be the consideration govern=-
ing their disposition. The Committee
on Ways and Means is now endeavoring
to develop plans for securing additional
income—over and above the heavy taxes
already levied. .

The real question in the consideration
of all requests for nonwar appropria-
tions is not whether the money will be
well spent, but whether it will be better
spent than in the prosecution of the
war and the payment of the national
debt. A dollar saved is a dollar made,,
and every dollar unappropriated is a
dollar the Treasury will not have to bor-
row, and a dollar the taxpayers will not
have to pay back.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield now?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. I should
like to proceed just a little further, if the
gentleman will permit. I shall then be
glad to yield to the gentleman.

Mr, Chairman, we initiated the pro=
gram for infant care and maternity care
for the wives of servicemen last March.
We provided $1,200,000 for the fiscal year
1943, which was to serve from March
until the end of the fiscal year, June 30,
1943. For the fiscal year 1944, we pro-
vided $4,400,000, which was expected to
meet all requirements from July 1, 1943,
to June 30, 1944,

But so great have been the demands
upon the States to which the funds were
allocated that we are at this early date
confronted with an extraordinary deficit
of 400 or 500 percent of the amount
originally estimated for the entire year.
Instead of $4,400,000 taking care of the
needs of the program for the fiscal year,
we now find we shall require something
like $25,000,000 for the year. The esti-
mate, submitted by the Bureau of the
Budget, is specifically $18,600,000 for
grants to States, and $33,000 for adminis-
trative expenses.

This money is to be used to provide
prenatal care, cbstetrical care, and post-
partum care. It involves payment for
the services of the physician and the
nurse, and hospitalization.

Mr, BEOREN and Mr. LANHAM rose.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I will yield
in just a minute.

Whereas the original law provided for
grades 4 to 7 of enlisted men, and the
present law provides for all seven grades,
an amendment to the pending bill
adopted in committee again limits the
provisions of the law to grades 4 to 7.
According to statistics submitted by the
Children’s Bureau, the average cost per
case is $84.50. The $18,600,000 in addi-
tion to the $4,400,000 will take care of a
total of 220,000 cases at $84.50 each; but
according to the estimates of the Chil-
dren’s Bureau we shall have during the
year 238,631 cases; so even appropriating
the amount asked for in this estimate
will leave a deficit of 18631 unfinanced
cases at the end of the year. Itis a new
program, however, one in which we have
very little data on which to make an
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accurate estimate and as it involves
factors beyond the range of accurate
planning, the commiitee approves the
estimate of $18,600,000 for grants to the
States, as submitted by the Bureau. In-
asmuch as we have previously made no
provision at all for administrative ex-
penses we recommend a cut in the esti-
mate for administrative expenses from
$33,000. to $20,000; that is the elimina-
tion of two medical consultants requested
and provision for the accounting serv-
ices only to the amount of $20,000.

I now yield to the gentleman from

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, can
the gentleman give us the assurance that
all of the money appropriated through
this measure will be used for the pur-
poses enumerated and that none of it is
to be used for new services or new facil-
ities? Will the entire expenditure be de-
voted to looking after these women and
children, the wives and children of sol-
diers in the service and not diverted to
any other purpose?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. ¥Yes. In
the first place the money to be appropri-
ated is to be spent for services only.
None will be spent for buildings or
capital investments of any kind; it is to
be used for services exclusively and will
be expended as the gentleman has indi-
cated in accordance with the plan here-
tofore followed and the law heretofore
enacted, with the exception that the
committee amendment restricts bene-
ficiaries to wives of enlisted men of grades
4 to 7. Otherwise there will be no
changes in the character of service ren-
dered. None of the funds will be diverted
to other purposes.

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri.
the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. McGREGOR. I am sure we all
appreciate the distinguished gentle-
man’s discussion this afternoon, al-
though we may differ with him on other
matters discussed this afternoon. When
we get back to House Joint Resolution
159, we accept the interpretation of the
distinguished chairman of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations and approve the
bill and the program.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. I trust the
gentleman does not differ with me on the
importance of exercising drastic econ-
omy at this time in order to take care
of heavy obligations already incurred
and in order to avoid incurring future
nonessential obligations. I hope the
gentleman agrees with me on that pro-
gram.

Mr. McGREGOR. I believe my rec-
ord in Congress approves that program.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. That is the
important matter.

Mr. McGREGOR. We are to under-
stand that this bill simply carries an ap-
propriation continuing the existing facil-
ities required to take care of the present
program.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Yes; as ex-
plained to the gentleman from Texas,
the joint resolution merely continues the
present program and existing facilities.

Mr, Chairman, I yield to the gentleman
from Mississippi.

I yield to
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Mr. RANKIN, Mr. Chairman, I note
on page 2 that the bill provides “hospital,
maternity, and infant care for wives and
infants of enlisted men in the armed
forces of the United States.” That ex-
cludes the wives and children of officers.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Wives and
children of commissioned officers are not
included.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Missouri has expired.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair-
man, I will take 10 additional minutes,

Mr. RANKIN. The lower commis-
sioned ranks, I would say up to captain,
while carrying more money than that
paid to an enlisted man, yet these offi-
cers have to buy their uniforms and pay
for their living expenses. My eXperience
is that from a financial standpoint there
is very little difference in pay between
an enlisted man and a commissioned offi-
cer, especially in the lower brackets,

As the gentleman knows, it was my
amendment that raised the pay of the
enlisted men in the armed forces to $50
a month. I am rather of the opinion
‘that a discrimination is here being made
against the wives and children of the
lower grade commissioned officers,
especially the lieutenants. As a rule
they are the ones to whom these chil-
dren are being born.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The en-
listed man receives $50 a month and
whereas the lowest commissioned officer
receives $1,800 per annum. He also re-
ceives an allowance for quarters for him-
self and family, and a dependency al-
lowance which the enlisted man does not
receive.

Mr., EDWIN ARTHUR HALL., Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. When I
was back home during the congressional
recess several physicians and doctors ap-
proached me regarding this important
measure and asked me if there was any
danger of the various States stepping in
end controlling the persons to whom
these funds would be paid. In other
words, they feared a tendency toward
socialized medicine and that certain doc-
tors would enjoy the privilege of this
income and others would be excluded.
Can the gentleman enlighten me as to
what policy will be followed?

Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. EEEFE, The answer to the gen-
tleman’s question should be found in the
act itself, in the Labor Social Security
Act passed during the last session. There
is this provision in that act:

Provided, That the foregoing proviso shall
not be so construed as to prevent any patient
from having the services of any practitioner
of her own choice paid out of this fund so
long as State laws are complied with.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair-
man, I will take 5 additional minutes to
answer inquiries.

Mr. BOREN. Will
yield?

the gentleman
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Mr. CANNON of Misscuri. I yield to
the gentleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, I have
two questions. First, is there anything
in the law that requires that application
must be made before the child is born?
As I understood the law, we put in a
fixed date at which time this care would
be given. The reason I raise this ques-
tion is on account of lack of informa-
tion. So far there are many mothers
whose bills have not been paid because,
while the child was born within the pe-
riod of time, yet they did not make ap-
plication before the child was born, and
they are not paid.

Mr., CANNON of Missouri. For the
lowest grades, 4 to 7, inclusive, it is only
necessary to make application and care
will be authorized. In the first three
grades under the law it must be shown
that assistance is necesasry.

Mr. BOREN. Of course, I am for this
bill. I think this is an obligation that we
ought to meet but I want it clearly
brought out here, and I hope it is the
Committee’s opinion, that merely be-
cause some individual mother of a private
soldier might not know enough about the
red-tape procedure to get her applica-
tion in on time or know where to get an
application or how to get an application,
that lack of information will not militate
against her in the care she will receive.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Not at all.
She may apply at any time.

Mr. BOREN. Suppocse she did not
know this until a week before the child
was born and she wrote to the bureau and
they sent back word that she could not
be taken care of. \

That happens and we ought to make a
record right here that will show the de-
partments downtown that we do not in-
tend for that to happen. Now, 1 have
one other question.

Mr. HARE. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to

the gentleman from South Carolina.

Mr. HARE. It may not be approved.
If the child is first born, then an appli-
cation made, I do not know what the
policy of the Bureau is, I do not know
what the law is. As I understand it, an
application shall be made before the
birth of a child.

Mr. BOREN. We have set an arbitrary
date. After that time we intend to pay
for the maternal and infant care of every
child of a soldier in certain classes that
was born after that time. In some of
the States at this juncture, because some
mother did not know how to go about
applying, or on account of lack of in=-
formation, she is being penalized. I un-
derstand also there are at least two
States that are not taking advantage of
this. Another thing, we do not have
anything in here about guaranteeing
that this money will not be paid to a
midwife. I believe that we need to have
some legislation on that.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I may say
that all of the States have been taken
in except the States of Colorado, Loui-
siana, and North Dakota. Pennsylvania
has just recently been approved.

Mr, CELLER. Massachusetts, also.
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Colorado
made application on the 7th of Septem-
ber and will be shortly approved. North
Dakota has given indication she will
apply. The only State remaining is
Louisiana, and as soon as it applies it
will be included. When the wife of any
soldier in classes from 4 to 7, makes ap-
plication, care will be authorized auto-
matically. Above that it will be author-
ized under the provisions of the law if
it is indicated that there is a necessity,
in other words that there is need.

Mr. BOREN. I understand thatin the
bill before us it is contemplated that it
will be amended to take care of the cases
committed before the date of October 1.
Would the Chairman have any objection
to removing that word “committed”?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri, Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself 3 additional minutes.

Mr, CELLER. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. CELLER., I am quite sure we all
wish to compliment the members of the
Committee on Appropriations on bring-
ing in this very praiseworthy bill, which
is a step in the right direction. How-
ever, I notice that New York, my State,
has w total of authorized cases of but 644.
Would that be due, perchance, to the
fact that the allotment of $84.50 is woe-
fully inadequate when you consider the
standards in New York?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. No; these
grants are made monthly. At the first
of every month an allocation is made to
the State in proportion to the number
of cases which it reports.

In answer to the gentleman’s second
question, I may say there has been no
indication that the amount is inade-
quate to provide the nursing, medical,
and hospital service. The fees vary. As
reported to the committee the mini-
mum fee for the physician is $35 and
the maximum is $50. There is no in-
formation to the effect that any physi-
cian has ever failed or refused to serve
because of inadequacy of the fee.

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from South Carolina,

Mr. HARE. In further answer to the
gentleman from New York, I believe that
the gentleman will find that, according
to the testimony before the committee,
New York State has just qualified for this
service, consequently the number of
cases up to now would be limited.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri.
the gentleman from Michigan,

Mr. DONDERO. I notice that the
Joint resolution provides for wives and
infants of enlisted men. What about
the inductees under the draft? They
are not excluded?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri.
are Synonymous.

Mr. DONDEROQ. It is meant to in-
clude the inductees or draftees?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The term
“enlisted men” includes inductees.

I yield to

The terms
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Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr., CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN. Let me say to the gen-
tleman from Missouri, referring again
to the question I raised about excluding
officers in the lower brackets, that, as I
said, it is true that an officer of the rank
of second or first lieutenant or captain
gets more money than an enlisted man,
but these officers have to pay for their
uniforms and laundry, and for their own
subsistence. There is very little differ-
ence in the money they receive at last.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I am in warmest accord with the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RaAN-
KIN], the distinguished chairman of the
great Committee on Veterans’' Legisla-
tion, in his desire to extend the pro-
visions of this bill to benefit every mem-
ber of the armed forces in need of the
service which it affords.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Missouri has again ex-
pired.

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to
make any observations whatever on the
bill before us. Had not my distinguished
colleague from Missouri, the chairman
of the Committee on Appropriations, in-
dulged in a lengthy laudation of the New
Deal and had he not made the observa-
tion that he did with reference to po-
litical sharpshooting from here on in,
I would have refrained from detaining
the House at this time.

So that the Recorp may be kept
straight, it does seem to me that some
observation should be made about the
matter of political sharpshooting. It
seems to me a coincidence that the gen-
tleman from Missouri should have taken
a maternity bill for his purposes. After
all, the related subject of birth contrel
could very easily have to do with this ma-
ternity problem, but I am afraid that my
distinguished friend from Missouri was
thinking of “berth’” control rather than
“birth” control as he spoke of the po-
litical sharpshooting from here on in.

I take this occasion to remind my dis-
tinguished chairman that it was not
necessary for some of us on the minority
side to wait until public opinion had
crystallized and until public opinion had
become vehement in its denunciation of
the extravagances of the New Deal to
take an economy position. Those of us
on the minority.side of the aisle had con-
tended for economy in government long
before the distinguished chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations saw fit to
sound his warning of today. I make the
claim today that the minority was op-
posed to the extravagances which had
their birth—and that is b-i-r-t-h—in
the days when Harry Hopkins felt that
the Treasury of the United States should
be ladled out for political purposes. We
cannot dismiss from our minds Harry's
words “spend and spend and tax and tax
and elect and elect.”

Many of us are exceedingly apprehen-
sive that the leopard has not changed his
spots very much. Many of us are of the
opinion that while the administration in
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power may be putting on a front at the
present time, while the administration
may be assuming a cloak of righteous-
ness to cover the sins of omission and
commission, which it now seems willing
to admit, nevertheless we still believe
that Harry's philosophy dominates and
motivates the administration in power.

Mr. ENUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. DITTER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.

Mr. ENUTSON. Due to the fact that
my friend Hopkins’ name has been
brought into this debate, I think the
REccrDp should show that he has served
notice that he is giving up his bed and
board at the White House where he has
been domiciled at public expense for 4
years.

Mr. DITTER. I had not intended to
bring in a personality.

Mr. KNUTSON. Ido notf want to have
my motives impugned. I merely want to
whitewash Harry Hopkins, and God
knows he needs it.

Mr. DITTER. Of course, I would be
the last one to impugn the motives of
my distinguished and brilliant friend
from Minnesota. I was pleading my own
cause and acknowledging that inadver-
tently I might have brought in a per-
sonality. I had not intended to do that.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex-
pired.

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 5 additional minutes.

Mr. KNUTSON. The gentleman will
admit that Harry Hopkins certainly is
showing us the way to economy at a
great personal sacrifice?

Mr. DITTER. I think that is com-
mendable. After all it is the very thing
I have in mind. If berths and boards
are to be paid for in the future that
have been free in the past, then I say I
am for it, and I think that he is to be
commended if the gentleman quotes him
correctly. But again, to revert to my
own plea, I acknowledge that I had not
intended to indulge in personalities.

Mr. ENUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield further?

Mr. DITTER. Again I yield.

Mr. KNUTSON. To say that I am not
making that statement as a positive fact,
because he has not yet moved.

Mr, DITTER. Then I assume that my
friend suggests that it is a hope deferred
but not yet fulfilled.

Mr. ENUTSON. Exactly.

Mr. DITTER. The New Deal has been
guilty in many instances in not perform-
ing according to promise, so I suggest,
lest my friend have the unhappy experi-
ence of not realizing his hopes and
ambitions with reference to Harry, that
‘he hold his ultimate decision in abey-
ance,

Mr. KNUTSON. It may be that this
is a case where the pleasure of anticipa-
tion is greater than that of realization.

Mr. DITTER. It may be.

Mr. KNUTSON. Oh, absolutely.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. D . . Yes.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Perhaps my col-
league from Pennsylvania overlooked one
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thing that our mutual friend from Min-
nesota [Mr, Knurson] wanted to call to
the attention of the House, which was
that in moving out Harry may be going
on his own, striking out for himself, as
g person perhaps traveling the unfa-
miliar road of private enterprise.

Mr. ENUTSON. And certainly no one
can object to that.

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Chairman, I am
afraid that the debate has taken a turn
that I confess I had not intended.

Mr. KNUTSON. And I regret it.

Mr. DITTER. To get back, I had not
intended any personal observation. My
purpose was to emphasize the point that
the philosophy of the New Deal, the
philosophy of extravagance and waste-
fulness is now being rejected by those
who entertained it in the past. My pur-
pose in taking the floor was to say to my
distinguished friend, the chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations, that
we on the Republican side, the minority
group, have not waited for an election
vear to start sharp-shooting toward
economy in government and against ex-
travagance and waste. We are where we
were when the extravagance of the New
Deal started—opposed to it, and we -vill
continue that opposition down to the
end.

Now, Mr, Chairman, a very, very
happy circumstance permits me today to
draw into a close embrace the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations. To find him as & kin-
dred spirit today makes this a most
happy privilege for me. I tell him that
we welcome him to the economy fold.
We shall look forward to his support in
our efforts to make substantial savings
for the taxpayers of the country.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair-
man, I am certain all of us have enjoyed
this delightful colloguy between the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. HoFFMaN],
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
Knurson] and the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Ditrer]. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, DITTER],
the chairman of the Republican con-
gressional committee, has never been
known to neglect his duties in that ca-
pacity or to fail to take advantage of any
opportunity to discuss politics and in
this instance has not waited for an op-
port.unity. No mention was made in the
debate of the New Deal, political sharp
shooting, and there was no reference to
the minority side, the Republican side,
or any other side. In other words, the
eloquent observations of our colleague
from Pennsylvania, a very affable Mem-
ber of the House, carries out fully the
prophecy made in my opening remarks.
I suggested that the credit for the re-
markable record made in the Seventy-
seventh and the BSeventy-eighth Con-
gresses by the Committee on Appropria-
tions was shared equally by all members
of that committee, on both sides of the
aisle. No differentiation was made, Also
that now that a political campaign was
in the offing, opportunity would be taken
by Members on both sides to make po-
litical capital out of minor and unim-
portant items in, or out, of the supply
bills, and eriticism of individuals in no
way concerned.
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Fulfilling this prediction the gentleman
has had much to say about Harry Hop-
kins, as far away from the bill and as
far away from the statements made in
discussion of the bill as anything could
possibly be.

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Certainly.

Mr. DITTER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, With pleas-
ure. 5

Mr. DITTER. Could the gentleman
suggest any closer relativity between re-
negotiation and maternity needs?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The gentle-
man rises in the name of Harry Hopkins,
as far from the subject under discussion
as the Antipodes.

Mr. DITTER. But I am speaking of
the relativity of the two subject matters.
The gentleman from Missouri seems to
take exception to the use of the name I
mentioned.

Is there any relativity between renego-
tiation of contracts and birth control or
maternity, more than there is this mat-
ter we have discussed relating to Harry
Hopkins? The gentleman indulged him-
self at great length on the subject of re-
negotiation.

Mr. ENUTSON. Would the gentle-
man define what he had in mind when he
spoke?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Into a pre-
liminary discussion reviewing the record
of the Committee on Appropriations and
urging economy in the coming supply
bills, my very good friend the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DITTER] seeks to
inject politics——

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Will
the gentleman yield for an observation?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania, I
would like to make the observation, in
view of the remarks of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DitTEr] that in
connection with the consideration of this
bill it took the power of the public press,
the American Legion, and the Veterans of
Foreign Wars to compel the Republican
Governor of Pennsylvania to make these
benefits eligible to the servicemen of our
State.

Mr. DITTER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. My time
has expired. The gentleman is recog-
nized in his own time.

Mr. DITTER. I had hoped the gentle-
man would take a little more time that I
might ask him a question.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. My time
has expired. I shall be glad to answer
the gentleman in his own time.

Mr. ENUTSON. Let us have har-
mony, anyway.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has again expired.

Mr, TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr, KEgFE],

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I have
enjoyed this congressional horseplay
this afternoon. It adds a little levity to
the situation. It seems to me though,
that we are getting at it mighty early in
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the deliberations of the Congress. In
view of the character of the questions
that have been asked with reference to
the pending resolution and in view of the
evident misgivings as to what is con-
tained in this resolution, while I do not
criticize at all the things that have trans-
pired, I do feel that we ought to get down
to this bill and dispose of it. This bill
contains an appropriation of $18,600,000,
and most Members here would like to
know specifically what there is in this
bill; what it does; what the program is;
and how the program which we inaugu-
rated some time ago has operated.

If I may say so, I have been exceed-
ingly interested in this program and par-
ticipated to some extent in its inaugura-
tion. I have watched the progress of
the work under this bill. I am rather
amazed that some of the statements
which have been made indicate that
there is a definite lack of information in
certain- parts of the country with ref-
erence to the hill,

Now, let us understand right from the
start this is a proposal to give to the
States allotments of funds, without
matching provisions. The funds are to
be administered by the States themselves
through their State boards of health,
under programs set up by the States,
subject to the approval f the Children’s
Bureau. Those regulations set up,
which must be complied with in order
to secure approval, have been limited by
provisions which were inserted, as you
recall, in the appropriation bill which
was a part of the regular Labor Depart-
ment and Social Security appropriation
bill. Those two provisions were those
which were the subject of debate, as you
will recall, which prohibited discrimina-
tion on the part of the Children’s Bu-
reau in setting up regulations which the
States are compelled to comply with,
which would permit discrimination in
the expendifure of these funds as be-
tween persons licensed under State law
to practice obstetrics.

The other one was that provision
which provided, as I read to the House
a few moments ago, that there should
be no construction of the act that would
prevent any patient from having the
services of any practitioner of her own
choosing paid out of this fund, so long
as the State laws were complied with.

All the Federal Goverhment says to
the States in this program is this:

Here is a sum of money that Uncle Sam
has allotted to your State to be disbursed by
officers of your State to the wives of service-
men of the fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh
grades who are expectant mothers,

That is all there is to it. Now, &
mother has a right, under this law, to go
to a physician of her own choosing and
ask to be taken care of. There are very
few mothers, I think, who do not do that.
They make their own arrangements.
They go to the doctor and there is no
physician or person licensed to practice
obstetries in the United States who is not
today thoroughly familiar with the pro-
visions of this law. The practitioner
must make application in my State to
the State board of health for the com-
pensation to be paid for the pre-natal
and the post-natal care of the mother
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and child. He is then paid along with
the hospital bill out of these funds when
his claim is approved by the State board
of health.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, KEEFE. I yield.

Mr. DONDERO. If the physician
makes application in your State for these
funds, is that physician limited to the
amount granted by the State?

Mr. EEEFE. Why, he is limited, of
course, to the amount that is set up as
the maximum by the provisions of the
Children’s Bureau. Necessarily so. They
have limited the fees that can be paid for
the services rendered. Otherwise the
sky would be the limit. There would be
no limitation on it at all.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield? -

Mr. KEEFE. I yield to the gentleman
from Ohio.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. As the gentle-
man states, of course, the amount paid
by the Children’s Bureau is limited, but
as I understand the Children’s Bureau
also forbids any further amounts being
paid for the woman by her friends or
relatives, so that she has to go to a ward,
even though her friends or her parents
could help her get a private bed, and
no matter how serious her case is, she
cannot do so, because if she takes this
amount, she does not comply with the
requirements under which she is given
this assistance.

As I understand if, that is the thing
the medical profession has objected to
very strenuously in the operation of this
law.

Mr. KEEFE. I have not known of any
such objections so far as I have been able
to observe in my State. I do not know
whether that is the situation that exists
in the State of Ohio, but I may say that
if the situation does exist in the State of
Ohio, it is my opinion that it is due to
the action of the State authorities of the
State of Ohio and not due to the action
of the Federal Government. I will in-
vestigate the matter this afternoon, how-
ever, and will try and advise the House
later in the debate.

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EEEFE. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Does
the gentleman know of any valid reason
why the medical profession should be
opposed to this bill?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired.

Mr. TABER. 1 yield the gentleman 5
additional minutes,

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I cannot
conceivably see why the medical profes-
sion should be opposed to any provision
of this bill, because it guarantees to a
doctor a fee for the delivery of the,child
and for caring for the mother and child
subsequent and prior to delivery, when
he might not otherwise be paid. It also
guarantees the hospital that takes care
of the child that it will be paid, and thus
insures to the wife of the serviceman the
decent care that that wife and that.child
is entitled to. That is all there is to it,
and why there should be any medical

Mr,
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man who should be in any way objecting
to the bill is beyond me. I have never
heard any medical man object, but I
know that there is a movement on now
among medical men to remove the limi-
tations that are imposed on the question
of fees. Certain medical men seek to
establish a lump sum to cover the whole
transaction, and to pay this sum directly
to the wife, to be spent as she pleases.
Under that proposal she could go to a
doctor if she pleased, perhaps go to a
hospital if she pleased, or have her baby
at home.

I cannot agree with that sort of prac-
tice at this time, because in the expe-
riences as I have been able to observe
them up to date in my own State, at
least, it is working splendidly and has
the full and complete approvdl of the
recognized men in the profession in my
State and is also serving to meet the
condition that was pathetic prior to the
time the Government of the United
States stepped into this picture.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. KEEFE. 1 yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. RABAUT. I want to remind the
gentleman from Wisconsin that in addi-
tion to what he has already said about
the States, the hospital also must be ap-
proved by the State authorities.

Mr. EEEFE. Ezxactly. The point that
I wanted to make in this matter is this:
The Children’s Bureau- has diligently
tried to take this situation out into the
States and they have allowed the States
to set up their procedure. And I think
that is a very commendable thing,

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEEEFE. I yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. The
benefits provided under this act are pa; -
able only to enlisted men’s wives and not
to those of officers? 1Is that correct?

Mr. KEEFE. That is correct.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Would
the gentleman from Wisconsin tell us,
if he knows, in what way the amounts
are allocated generally to the States; is
there some measure or formula set up
by which that amount is determined?

Mr. EEEFE. The amount is allowed
to prospective mothers.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Of en-
listed men?

Mr. KEEFE. Of enlisted men, so they
take into consideration the prospective
number of births that are to take place
in the various States.

Mr. Chairman, so that the Members
of the House will understand the two
amendments that are to be offered to this
proposed resclution which have not as
yet been discussed, I shall try to explain
them so we may know what we are doing
when we are voting on a measure that
contains an appropriation of $18,600,000.
As the bill was originally passed—
rather, when the original estimate was
presented to the Appropriations Com-
mittee—it only provided aid to wives of
enlisted men in the fourth, fifth, sixth,
and seventh grades.

As the bill finally came out of the sub-
committee it provided for the next three

by

upper grades—that is, to wives of men
in the next upper three grades—and some
difficulties have been found to exist in
that situation which I do not have the
time to discuss here now. At least, it
was thought sufficient by the full com-
mittee, in discussing this matter this
morning, to adopt an amendment sub-
mitted by the gentleman from New Mex-
ico [Mr. AnpERsON], who is also a mem-
ber of the subcommittee that put in the
original amendment, including these
three upper grades. The amendment
now limits the application of this appro-
priation to wives of enlisted men only in
the fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh
grades. Those are the people who can-
not afford to provide their own care.
There have been some serious advan-
tages taken of this fund that make it
necessary to bring this bill back to the
proposal as it originally came to the
Congress.

Another amendment will be offered
that provides that the appropriation
may be used in the payment of commit-
ments made prior to October 1, 1943, in
the case of wives or infants of enlisted
men of grades 1, 2, and 3.

As a matter of fact, allotments have
been made by the Children’s Bureau to
the various States so as to take care of
the wives of enlisted men in grades 1, 2,
and 3. We could not cut this off sharply;
so the amendment that will be offered
by the committee provides that after
October 1, 1943, there shall be no more
commitments by the Children’s Bureau
to the States to take care of the wives of
enlisted men in grades 1, 2, and 3. If
this bill passes, amended as I have in-
dicated, it will provide $18,600,000 to be
allocated to the States by the Children’s
Bureau under the provisions of the pres-
ent law, and thus provide aid to the
wives of enlisted men in the lower four
grades——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Wisconsin has again ex-
pired.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 10 min-
utes,

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, this bill
is designed to take care of the need that
has grown out of our war situation, a
need that was not being met before the
PFederal Government stepped into the
picture—at least that seemed to be the
general impression. Allotments from
this $18,600,000 are supposed to be made
by the Children’s Bureau of the Depart-
ment of Labor according to what the
need may be expected to be. Births are
running at a very high rate; for 1943
they are expected to be 3,000,000 as
against a normal of 2,200,000. Of these
3,000,000 it is estimated that 600,000
will be children of men in the armed
forces. Within this calendar year prob-
ably 25 to 30 percent will have been
helped by this type of appropriation.
The number who are asking for it is in-
creasing, This perhaps is something to
be expected with the tremendous in-
crease in the armed forces at the present
time. The program has been established
and undoubtedly we must carry it on.
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Washington. There must, of course, be
some checking up and some auditing, but
there should not be any more annoyance
or interference with the operation of the
State health authorities in working out
this problem than is necessary. There
should be fewer questionnaires than have
been required to be filled in by doctors.
In some cases they have come to be such
a burden that the doctors are thinking
they must not become involved in this
service. The number of questionnaires
they are asked to make out takes too
much of their time and energy.

The success of this program is going to
rest in the aftitude the Children’s Bu-
reau takes. If it intends to reach out and
make this thing as difficult as possible to
administer and as cumbersome as pos-
sible with as much overhead as possible it
is going to make a failure of the job.
If it administers this fund fairly and
squarely with as little interference as
possible it will be better. I hope that as
they approach this problem the Chil-
dren’s Bureau will contract its own ad-
ministrative operations just as much as
possible. They asked for a lot of extra
consultants which the committee refused
to give them—they have too many al-
ready passing on things and we ought to
get rid of that sort of incubus.

I had hoped we might have some defi-
nite information for the House as to
what was being asked. I have in front
of me a questionnaire that is required by
the Ohio Department of Health which
does not seem to be bad. On the other
hand I understand that some question-
naires prepared and used in other States
are very bad and that they bother the
doctors. I understand also that restric-
tions are being placed on the type of hos-
pital that may be used. I am sure you
realize that the success of a job of this
kind depends upon the doctors more than
upon the hospital if the hospital facilities
are clean., It is much better to take
these cases to small local hospitals than
to try to carry the patient 40 or 50 miles
to some other place that is too far to
travel. This load should not be thrown
upon certain hospitals if others with ade-
quate equipment and facilities are avail-
able nearby.

Mr. Chairman, I am going along with
this program. I feel, however, they are
being provided with a great plenty of
money. On the other hand it is much
better that we do this than that these
people be permitted to become public
charges.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr, CRAWFORD. I wish to ask two
questions that were raised in my mind
by the statements of the gentleman from
Wisconsin. Do I understand that under
the present law if a mother becomes
very seriously ill after being confined to
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There are, however, some things I think
1 should say.

I believe the Children’s Bureau is
reaching out too far in this situation; I
think they are attempting too much to
hold the control of this situation in

the hospital that she cannot be moved
from a ward to a private room? Does
the law prohibit this?

Mr, TABER. The law does not and I
do not believe any regulation does. The
law is very specific. If the gentleman
will look at the bottom of page 1 and the
top of page 2 he will see that it provides
as follows:

To provide, in addition to medical, nursing,
and hospital, maternity care, etc, similar
services otherwise available.

This indicates very clearly that it
means to permit the family of the wife to
be properly taken care of under any cir-
cumstances.

Mr. CRAWFORD. My other question
is this: Does the present law permit the
expectant mother to engage any physi-
cian she desires, whether he be an M. D.,
an osteopath, or some other type of prac-
titioner provided the law of the State in
which the case occurs licenses that party
to practice in this profession?

Mr. TABER. It does. I do not know
what the State laws provide, but the law
itself, contained in the Labor and Fed-
eral Security appropriation bill does so
provide.

Mr. CRAWFORD. The Federal law
goes along with the State law, does it?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minufes to the gentleman from Michi~
gan [Mr. HoFFrman].

Mr, HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, as
one of those who was admonished and
reproved by the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin [Mr. Keere] for deriving a little en-
joyment from a discussion which might
not have been strictly pertinent to this
bill, permit me to say in extenuation
that a little relaxation is not harmful at
times. Day after day, and sometimes
far into the evening, some of us are en-
gaged in the pleasurable task of trying
to do something for our constituents by
consulting various departments and
sometimes some df us grow a little down-
hearted, may it be said, even discouraged,
we feel a little depressed, because this
depariment or that—one or the other—
is taking away from our constituents
their means of livelihood or the help
which they need in storing or shipping,
or on the farm, or their opportunity to
get priorities for machinery or the tools
which they must have if they are to
carry on their business and pay their
taxes. Grape, onion, celery, and apple
growers are all finding it difficult to get
the cost of production or to market their
Ccrops.

So I hope the gentleman will pardon
some of us if sometimes we, in his opin-
ion, lose dignity, if at times we seem to

_stray away for a moment from the busi-

ness ‘of the House, because we realize
that we will be called back again and
our noses put on the grindstone, and
when the gentleman explains these bills
s0 clearly, so completely, as he always
does when he takes the floor, no harm
is really done because we can follow his
leadership without gquestion and be sure
that we are right.
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There is no real opposition to this bill.
Even one who has voted for economy so
consistently as has the Member from
the Fourth District, not the Fifth, the
Fourth District of Michigan, I can go
along with this bill and with the appro-
priation because it seeks to do something
for the wives and for the children of our
soldiers.

No one in the House would fail of the
opportunity, especially, as the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. Cannon] said, in a
campaign year to vote so as to help most
anyone in his district. Certainly we
cannot go back on the soldiers or their
wives or their offspring. IFor myself, it
is indeed a pleasure to be able to vote
once for the expenditure of some Fed-
eral funds which will go for the benefit
of American citizens.

We have been giving away hundreds
of millions of dollars, yes, billions of
dollars, not only to those who came and
asked for it but to those who by invi-
tation and by the request of men like
Hopkins and others are asked to come
and get it or to sit still, and we will take
it to them. Hence it is that today I am
glad to be able to vote for the expendi-
ture of American taxpayers’ money for
the benefit of American citizens. That
is somewhat unusual for the New Deal;
it is something that does not happen
very often, and when the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. Canwon] seems to
feel concerned about the chairman of
the Republican congressional commit-
tee, let me say that I, too, feel for the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Dirter]. He has done a magnificent job.

The expert on figures, the chairman
of this great Appropriations Commit-
tee, has evidently forgotten the figures
which came up during the last election,
and if our chairman has failed to do
all that should be done, let us bear in
mind that he has not had the Federal
Treasury at his disposal; he has not had
hundreds of thousands of official posi-
tions in which he could place political
hack writers; he has not had the Fed-
eral Treasury where, if he wanted to sell
a bond, he could put on a billboard the
likeness of the candidate for the fourth
term and so receive all of that political
aid which the present administration
gets. So do not criticize our chairman.
He is doing a good job. If the new deal-
ers will just continue to cut away, to cut
out from under our home folks, the
foundation upon which our whole war
effort rests, the next election will pro-
duce the result we want.

That is an exorbitant price to pay; it
is a ruinous price, and my fear is that,
if they continue along the present lines,
the country will be completely ruined,
our citizens impoverished.

The objective of this bill is good. The
purpose is to aid the serviceman’s wife
who is about to become a mother. No
one will vote to deny that aid.

It does seem to me, however, that the
bill should be broader, more compre-
hensive; that the WAVES, the WAC's,
and other women in the various branches
of the service should be given the op-
portunity for similar benefits.




1943

Just as the soldiers and the sailors and
the marines, thousands of them, will
marry after going into the service, so,
too, the WAVES, the WAC’s, and other
servicewomen will fulfill the destiny
which is theirs and marry. Some of
them will marry civilians, and eventu-
ally thousands of them will become
mothers.

Is there any reason why the benefits
carried in this bill should not be ex-
tended to those women? They, too, are
in the service of their country. It is a
little surprising to me that those who
drafted this bill forgot that WAVES and
WAC’s and other servicewomen marry
and have children by fathers who are
not in the service.

Let us include them in this bill or let
the committee send in additional legis-
lation to remedy the oversight.

Mr. TABER. 1 yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SviTH].

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
the proposed legislation we have before
us—House Joint Resolution 159—is very
important, badly needed, and I intend to
vote for it. However, there are some
wrongs in this legislation which I should
like to see corrected.

The way the present program is set up
and administered is not working in the
best interests of the expectant mothers
and wives of the soldiers,

The Children’s Bureau here in Wash-
ington must give final approval to all
State plans to take care of these cases.
This means virtually that the Children’s
Bureau sets up the whole program.
This program should be completely
divorced from the Federal bureaucracy.
It should be entirely under the jurisdic-
tion of the States themselves.

Furthermore, the amounts allotted for
maternal and infant care should be paid
to the expectant mothers directly. They
should then be allowed to use the funds
in the manner they think best and em-
ploy a physician of their own choice.
They should be permitted to select their
own hospital, so long as it is a hospital
licensed to do obstetrical work, or they
should be permitted to have their babies
in their own homes, should they elect to
do so.

The argument will be made that under
conditions like this the money allotted
for their care might not be so used prop-
erly—might be spent on other objects.
The answer to this is we should place
more trust in these women than that.

I practiced medicine for many years
and I am quite sure this would work out
satisfactorily and would be more prac-
tical,

Just now, when Congress is confronted
with an attempt to socialize medicine
and a lot of other things which the
Wagner-Murray bill provides for, we
should be especially careful and not
grant any more powers to the Children's
Bureau, or to any other Federal bureau
that might use them to extend Federal
control over the practice of medicine.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr, Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr., SMITH of Ohio.
gentleman from Ohio.

LXXXIX—480

I yield to the
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Mr. VORYS of Ohio. As I under-
stand, the Federal Government does not
attempt to regulate and supervise a man
as to the way he spends his uniform
allowance or some other allowance given
him by the Government. Does the gen-
tleman know of any reason why the Fed-
eral Government has to come into Ohio
and interfere with the way Ohio super-
vises grants for infant and maternity
care?

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. There is no an-
swer to that except this: It simply pro-
vides an opportunity for a group of
people to set up more bureaucratic con-
trol over our people.

Mr. JEFFREY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I yield to the
gentleman from Ohio.

Mr, JEFFREY. 1Is it not true that
under the existing law a mother, no mat-
ter whether or not her condition may
be unusually severe, is precluded from
paying anything extra and thereby get-
ting the extra care and atiention she
needs?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Ohio has expired.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr.
Chairman and colleagues, the resolution
before us provides for an appropriation
of $18,620,000 to help take care of the
wives of our soldiers and sailors in ma-
ternity cases in the fourth, fifth, sixth,
and seventh grades; that would zive aid
to the wives of buck privates, privates
first class, technicians fifth grade, cor-
porals, technicians fourth grade, and line
sergeants of the Army, and similar
grades in the Navy and Marine Corps,
where this aid is necessary and desired.

This program was initiated in March
1943. It was believed at that time that
52,000 wives of servicemen would take
adventage of this law before June 30,
1944, and it was further estimated that
there would be 300,000 wives of soldiers
and sailors in these grades who would
give birth to children during the fiscal
year June 30, 1944, and that 25 percent
of these wives would apply for this care.
A later checking shows that the number
of pregnant wives would be 645,000, and
that about 50 percent would apply for
this eare, and, therefore, instead of hav-
ing 75,000 in a single year, there would
be approximately 300,000, and this cor-
rected estimate makes it necessary to
provide for 300,000, instead of 75,000, for
the present fiscal year which accounts
for the additional $18,620,000 carried in
this resolution. This law will take care
of the doetor bills, hospital and nurse
charges, and average about $84.50 per
case for both prenatal and postpartum
care. This service is supervised by the
State board of health of each of the
respective States. Each wife has the
right to select her own physician and
hospital. The Federal Government
merely provides the State authorities
with the funds to pay the reasonable and
usual charges for such services, and as
heretofore pointed out the average cost
for medical, nurse, and hospital care is
$84.50 per case. There may be some who
would criticize this expenditure. I am
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glad to give this resolution my whole-
hearted support. In my service in the
House and in the Senate, I have always
placed the defenders of our country and
their dependents as a group of Ameri-
cans first. We owe those who are now
defending us on the 5 continents, the
T seas, and the islands of the seas of
the world, a debt of gratitude that we
cannot fully repay. Our soldiers and
sailors everywhere throughout the earth
are doing a wonderful job. They have
all of our enemies on the run. Their
patriotic zeal, their heroism, and their
skill in battle on land, sea, and in the
air, have not been surpassed by the sol-
diers or sailors of any nation in the his-
tory of the world. They are uphold-
ing the finest and best traditions of our
Army and Navy. They are far removed
from their families and friends. They
have given up the opportunities to make
money or to advance their education and
training in civil life. Millions of them
are offering to give, and hundreds of
thousands of them have and will give,
their lives and health and their limbs
for us. They should have no worries
that their wives and offspring are not
receiving tender and the very best scien-
tific care in this great adventure in the
lives of their wives and their new-born
offspring.

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I yield to
the gentleman from South Carolina.

Mr. HARE. That was the funda-
mental ground submitted when this pro-
gram was initiated last year. The
Congress was sold on the idea that we
were taking two, three, four, or five mil-
lion soldiers across the seas; so, in order
to relieve them of any anxiety as to what
would happen to their wives who were
expectant mothers, the appropriation
was made originally of $1,200,000. It was
thought that 20,000 or 40,000 needy cases

would be covered by that fund.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. We want
them to know that they are fizhting for
a grateful Republic, a country worthy of
their courage and patriotism. I wish to
repeat that I am happy to have an op-
portunity to speak and vote for this most
worthy measure.

CUT DOWN WASTE AND INEFFICIENCY

The debate on the resolution before us
has been most heartening. Mr. CANNON,
Democrat of Missouri, the distinguished
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee of the House, told us a few min-
utes ago that the records show, and this
is a faet, that Congress has appropriated
approximately $330,000,000,000 for war
purposes for the present World War No.
2, and that it was his opinion that when
this war ends our national debt will have
reached the astronomical sum of at least
$300,000,000,000, and he further stated
that the assessed value of all of the
property of every kind and character in
the United States is approximately
$150,000,000,000. This statement is borne
out by the records of the United States

Census Bureau.

In other words, the records of the
United States Census Bureau show the
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assessed value in all the counties, in
every State of the Union, is approxi-
mately $150,000,000,000. This includes
property of every kind and character
whatsoever owned and possessed by the
American people—real, personal, mixed
property, also all tangible and intangible
property. This, of course, includes real
estate, buildings of all kinds, railroads,
factories, shops, mines, dwelling houses,
farms, livesteck, poultry, money, stocks,
bonds, securities, notes, in fact, every-
thing that the citizens, partnerships, and
corporations are required under the laws
of the various States of the United
States to list for taxation, and these lists
include exemptions of all taxpayers.
The laws of the several States require
that these assessment lists be sworn to,
and, therefore, the distinguished Chair-
man points out that our national debt
at the close of the war will be twice as
much as the assessed value of all the
property in the United States of every
kind and character. The report of the
Treasury Department yesterday showed
that the deficit for 1 year next preced-
ing September 20th is approximately
$70,000,000,000. In other words, after
deducting all the enormous taxes col-
lected by the Government and its other
sources of revenues and income during
the past year, our Government spent
$70,000,000,000 more than it tock in, The
records of the Treasury Department
show that the total cost of World War
No. 1 from the time it began on April
6, 1917, up to and including November
11, 1918, the date of the Armistice, was
$21,000,000,000. The deficit of this Na-
tion for the last year is nearly two and
one-half times the total cost of World
War No. 1 up to the armistice. This
Seventy-eighth Congress met on Jan-

uary 6, 1943; when it recessed on July

8, 1943, after 6 months and 2 days, the
Congress had appropriated more than
$130,000,000,000, and we are still adding
to that sum. This Congress appropri-
ated in 6 months and 2 days nearly six
and one-half times the cost of World
War No. 1 up to and including the date
of the Armistice, November 11, 1918.

At the close of World War No. 1, which
included the debt. at the time.we en-
tered the war, and the debt created
for a year or more after the war, our
national debt was approximately $26,-
000,000,000, If Chairman Canwon and
others are correct in their predictions
that our national debt at the end of
the war will be' at least $300,000,000,000
then our national debt will be nearly 12
times what it was after World War No. 1.
Chairman Cannon urges the Congress to
economize whenever, and wherever, pos-
sible to doso. The Republican Members
of the House applaud the high purpose
of the chairman. We have been urging
the Congress and this administration to
economize for the last 10'% years. Of
course, the Republicans favor the appro-
priation and expenditure of every dollar
necessary to win the war at the earliest
moment possible, That must be the first
objective of the Congress and the admin-
istration and the American pecple. The
taxeand bond money of the American

pecpie should not be wasted or spent for
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nonessentials, and appropriations for the
civil functions of our Government should
be pared fo the bone This policy must be
adhered to rigidly if we would preserve a
sound finanecial policy and the credit of
the Nation. We must bear in mind al-
ways the tremendous burden that is now
being borne by the taxpayers of the Na-
tion. All of our people are now paying
taxes in some form. The administration
is constantly seeking to find ways to im-
pose new taxes and increase taxes. They
should give more attention to find ways
to cut out nonessentials, frauds, waste,
inefficiency, and cut down instead of
consistently increase the number of
Federal officeholders which now exceeds
3,200,000, as compared to approximately
§50,000 in World War No. 1, and as urged
by Mr, Baruch, a high authority in the
administration, to cut out the cost-plus
contracts, conserve manpower, and re-
duce the cost of government.

Among the criticisms that I found in
my district and in the State of Kentucky
during the recess were the waste of the
people’s tax and bond money, the waste
of manpower, the excessive number of
persons employed by the Government,
and these cost-plus Government war con-
tracts. The cost-plus contract was
found in World War No. 1 to be a fertile
field for waste, fraud, and inefficiency,
and the hope was expressed that this
Nation would never indulge in a policy
of that kind again, but we find it more
prevalent in this war than in the other
war. The more the contractor spends,
the bigger his profits. I have heretofore
denounced, and I denounce again, such
a policy, and it is heartening that Mr,
Bernard Baruch, this high administra-
tion official, after investigation, makes
this fearless denunciation of this policy
and the waste of manpower and money
by the administration to the President.
I have received reports from timekeepers
and others in the munitions plants and
other governmental agencies, and they
pointed out how these wasteful and
fraudulent practices were being carried
on. The Truman committee and other
committees of the House and the Senate
rendered a splendid service in exposing
the cost-plus contracts and the waste of
manpower and money by the Govern-
ment itself.

Another general complaint I found
was the unnecessary and useless regi-
mentation of private business and the
daily lives of the people themselves.
There was a general feeling that the
policies of this administration and the
bureaucrats were hampering free private
enterprise in such a way as to put out
of business hundreds of thousands of
small business concerns, and to add
greatly costs of operation to all others.
The American people are almost a unit
in their desire to do everything within
their power to win the war, but they do
resent bitterly the squandering of their
tax and bond money, and the unneces-
sary, and in many cases unconstitutional
interference with the conduct of their
business activities and individual ac-
tions. This tremendous national debt
causes many of them to inquire if these
bonds will ever be paid.
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I had that question propounded to me
many times by patriotic citizens who
have given sons and daughters in the
service of our country and who are pay-
ing taxes and buying bonds to the limit.
The only response I could make to them
was that our Nation had never repudi-
ated its obligations. I further urged
them that I was buying bonds, and that
I was sure.that many of them who were
buying bonds had sons and daughters
in some branch of our armed forces, and
that their sons and daughters, as well as
my son and millions of others must have
food, clothing, shelter, arms, planes,
bombers, bombs, ships, and other war
supplies with which to fight and win the
war, and I believe that the American
people as a whole who are paying taxes
and buying bonds are not buying them
as a matter of profit and investment but
as a matter of patriotic duty, and will
continue to do so provided their taxes
and bond money are not squandered and
wasted, but that this money is necessary
and *will be used in an efficient and
honest way to win the war, and their
activities in industry and on the farm
and in their private life will not be re-
strained or interfered with, only to the
extent that it is necessary to promote
the war effort; and, furthermore, that
the Government will not be the chief
hoarder and waster of the manpower of
this Nation. As pointed out by Chair-
man McNutt, of the War Manpower
Commission, over 300,000 single men and
married men without children within
the draft age and in good health are on
the pay roll of the Government as civil-
ian employees, and at the same time
the administration is insisting on draft-
ing more fathers. Our war effort, the
farms, and industry, need these able-
bodied young men, especially when it is
clear to everyone who has studied the
situation that the Government has at
least a million more Federal officehold-
ers than necessary to carry on efficiently
the activities of this Government and
these defense plants. It has been as-
serted by persons who ought to know,
and those who have made a careful in-
vestigation of the subject, that there are
more than 3,000,000 unnecessary persons
on the pay rolls of the Government and
in these defense plants where they are
operating on the cost-plus contracts, and
under the policy that the more they
spend in producing these war materials
the more profit they make,

Let us give the taxpayers and the bond
and stamp buyers a break. Our war
effort should be streamlined. Produc-
tion on the farms and in our factories
and in the mines should be increased,
and final victory hastened. Millions of
servicemen whose lives have been inter-
rupted by the war want to get the war
over and be returned to their homes and
loved ones, and millions of fathers,
mothers, wives, and children are hoping
and praying for their return.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Epwin ARTHUR HarLL].

_Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL, Mr.
Chairman, I think I am one of the last
men in the House eligible to have any
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aspersions cast at him for having failed
to back up every measure that has gone
through for the defense of our allies and
the defense of this Nation. In fact I
have voted for every dollar ever appropri-
ated for the United Nations since this war
began. For that reason, I feel particu-
larly qualified at this time to be able to
support and vote for a measure which
takes care of the dependent wives and
children of our men in the service.

Ever since the Selective Service Act of
1940 was passed, this Congress—and I
think this can be said to its credit—has
stood for doing everything possible #o
aid and succor and abet those persons
who are engaged in defending this great
Nation against the aggressor. .

I know of no measure which has come
before the Congress more important to
the lives of the servicemen and to the
welfare of those who have been left be-
hind. Ifor one am glad that the day has
come when this House approves a meas-
ure which will take care of those de-
pendent wives who are expectant moth-
ers. I thank God I am here to vote for
this aid to those wives of servicemen who
are doing everything they can, while their
husbands are away, to maintain their
American homes which are the backbone
of our country. All praise to those
patriotic women working for the victory
which is just as certain to come as that
the sun rose this morning.

Doubtless, our armed forces will soon
he augmented by the drafting of pre-
Pear]l Harbor fathers. Already countless
other fathers have been taken. Many of
the wives who have been left behind are
already expecting further additions to
their families. It seems to me that
those fathers who are departing for the
fighting fronts all over the world will
leave for the front in a much happier
state of mind and have their morale
greatly strengthened if they know that
their wives are assured of maternity
care and that their loved ones will be
looked after.

I have heard several statements this
afternoon by various Members express-
ing concern over the expenditures of a
great many dollars for the war effort and
for the Federal Government. Person-
ally, I feel that during the consideration
of a measure of this kind is a poor time
to raise that question. I think the sky
is the limit for the men in the service and
for their families. If we can vote
eighteen billions to foreign countries in
the twinkling of an eye, it seems to me
we can afford to vote eighteen millions
for maternity and infant care of those
wives and families of our soldiers, sailors,
and marines,

I hope the Congress will continue to
do its best for the great Army, Navy, and
Marine Corps of the United States.
Their morale will be buoyed up if they
know their families and loved ones are
being cared for in their absence. In the
future I cannot back the other measures
that will come before the House from
time to time which provide the sending
of billions of dollars to nations across
the sea half as enthusiastically as I have
backed them unless this measure is
passed today. I hope Congress will give
approval to this measure, and I am sure
that we will all be very glad when it has
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been passed, for we will be doing our duty
to our men in service, their wives, and
children.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

Mr. ANGELL. Mr, Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks at this point in the
REcorp.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. ANGELL, Mr. Chairman, I am
glad to give my support to this resolution,
which has for its purpose the making of
additional appropriations for the fiscal
year 1944 for emergency maternity and
infant care for wives of enlisted men in
the armed forces. The resolution car-
ries an apprepriation for this purpose of
$18,600,000, $20,000 of which is allocated
to salaries and expenses in administra-
tion. When this matter was up before
us last year, there was no experience
available upon which to base an estimate
as to the amount that would be required
for this worthy purpose. The armed
forces have been growing by leaps and
bounds and from day to day increased
numbers are going overseas, and the
wives of enlisted men are left here at
home, without the protection of their
husbands and in many cases without
financial resources with which to meet
emergency cases such as those covered by
this bill. It has now been found that the
appropriation provided for this emer-
gency, which was in the sum of $1,200,000
for the months of April, May, and June
of the fiscal year 1943, is wholly insuffi-
cient, During these three months ap-
proximately 16,300 cases were authorized
to receive this care. The appropriation
for the present fiscal year of 1944, com-
mencing July 1 of this year and ending
June 30, 1944, was granted in the Labor
Department Appropriation Act in the
sum of $4.400,000. It has been deter-
mined that the average cost per case
for the entire United States is $84.50.
This appropriation of $4,400,000, on this
basis, would take care of 52,000 cases,
and with the 33,000 cases already allowed,
the funds available for September are
not likely to be sufficient. The Children’s
Bureau estimates that when all States
which have approved plans can place
them in operation the number of appli-
cations per month will approximate 25,-
000. The committee, after having given
this matter careful consideration, is of
the opinion that the amount carried in
this resolution will be sufficient with
sums heretofore appropriated to meet
the expenses to be incurred under the
program,

As shown by the committee report,
there are a number of States which had
not yet perfected their programs by
August 31, 1943, sc as to bring themselves
within the provisions of the act, notably
my own State of Oregon, as well as
Georgia, Louisiana, North Dakota, Penn-
sylvania, Texas, as well as Puerto Rico.
I have a number of communications from
veterans’ organizations in my own State,
advising that the program has now been
arranged and is all ready for putting into
effect, but the State officials are advised
that by reason of the exhaustion of the
appropriation there will be no funds
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available with which to carry out the_
program within the State of Oregon.
Under leave granted, I include the follow-
ing correspondence I have received from
Mr, Fritz Nissen, adjutant, American
Legion, Department of Oregon, and from
June W. Valiant, executive secretary of
the War Veterans’ Service Committee for
Oregon:
PorTLAND, OREG.,

September 17, 1943,

Congressman HoMER ANGELL, .
Washington, D. C.:

We are interested in the hearing before
Congressman CannoN asking for appropria-
tions for maternity and infant care, wives
and Infants of enlisted men. Oregon State
Board of Health has just completed arrange-
ments for handling these cases beginning
October 1. If funds are denied for ‘his pur-
pose it will create a bad situation in Oregon
because of advanced publicity given. We are
already receiving many calls and many of
the young wives are desperate. Please do
what you can for us.

AMERICAN LEGION DEPARTMENT
oF OREGON,
Fritz Nissen, Adjutant.

‘WAR VETERANS SERVICE COMMITTEE,
Portland 4, Oreg., September 17, 1943,
Hon. Homer D. ANGELL,

United States Representative,

Washington, D. C,

DeAR REPRESENTATIVE ANGELL: The State of
Oregon, through the State board of health,
has completed a plan for maternity and in=-
fant care for wives and infants of enlisted
men in the armed forces which has been
approved by the Children’s Bureau, United
Btates Department of Labor, and the board of
Health has just completed arrangements for
handling these cases beginning October 1.

The State board of health has estimated
the sum of $400,000 of these Federal funds
will be necessary to carry out this program
in Oregon for the next 9 months, BSuch esti=
mates are based upon the number of child-
births to the wives of those in the service
and the number of applications for assistance
on hand.

This morning the State board of health
received a wire from Washington, D. C., to
the effect that funds for this purpose are
exhausted, so we of Oregon are to be denied
this service because of the lack of funds, and
I also understand the State of California
will have to suspend this service after October
1 because of the fallure to have funds avail=-
able beyond that period.

This morning a press release Indicates Con=
gressman CannNonN has before his committee
a bill asking for additional appropriations
and that public hearings will be held on this
bill September 27. Congressman CANNON in-
dicated every effort will be made to secure
additional sppropriations prior to October 1
g0 there would be no cessation of this service
after that date.

I am writing you at this time to urge you
to give serious consideration to this very
worthy ecause, and ask you to not only support
the bill to appropriate these funds, but to
urge its early enactment and seriously con=-
gider a larger appropriation. If action is not
taken immediately many of the wives of these
enlisted men in the service will be deprived
of proper medical attention during prenatal
period and will have to loock to charity for
funds necessary for the birth of their chil-
dren.

This office is being besieged with calls for
information on what is going to be done,
any many of these wives are desperate.

Your assistance will be greatly appreciated.

Bincerely yours,
JUNE W. VALIANT,
Executive Secretary.
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Mr. Chairman, I had the privilege of
appearing before the Appropriations
Committee hearing this matter, urging
the approval of this appropriation, and I
want to commend the committee for its
wisdom in giving its approval to this ap-
propriation and bringing the matter be-
fore us with the dispateh that it has, in
order that these funds may ke made
ayailable for this most worthy purpose,
and I trust that the resolution will pass
by the unanimous vote of this body.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield the balance of the time to
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr,
Raeavr].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Michigan is recognized for 3 min-
utes.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, every
conceivable type of red herring, from
Harry Hopkins’ residence in the White
House to matters concerning the farm
problem, has been brought into this ar-
gument. The one question before this
House today is, How will you use your
judgment? Are you more interested in
the purse strings around the American
pocketbook, or are you interested in ma-
ternity care, particularly of the wives of
the soldiers carrying the battle for us
today? Do you want the men at the
front worried about the condition of their
wives at home, or do you want to talk
about what the cost of this program will
be? For my part, I think this is one of
the most progressive and one of the most
understanding steps that we have taken
in this body in a long time. We had just
better get down to business and vote the
appropriation.

Later, when we go back into the House,
I am going to ask permission to put into
the Recorp a little pamphlet that was
given to the committee yesterday when
this matter was very ably presented to
us, The Emergency Maternity and In-
fant Care for Wives and Infants of En-
listed Men in the Armed Forces.

Looking after our own. Here we are
with a manpower shortage all over the
Nation and still giving the wink and the
bypass to the birth controllers, those
people who tear at the very roots of
America. We hear the ery today from
every housetop, we hear it from the
mountains, and it rumbles in the val-
leys, “Give us men; give us men.” Like
the sentiment expressed in Joyvce Kil-
mer’s poem:

You cannot build a tree in a day:
Neither can you bulld a man.

The following is quoted from a
pamphlet issued by the United States
Department of Labor entitled “Emer-
gency Maternity and Infant Care for
Wives and Infants of Enlisted Men in the
Armed Forces”:

Maternity care for wives of enlisted men
in military service, and medical and nursing
cara for their bables can now be provided
without cost to the family through State
health departments under plans approved by
the Chlldren's Bureal.

Under this program a pregnant woman
may recelve prenatal care. At childbirth she
may receive obstetric and nursing care
whether she stays at home or goes to a hos-
pital, Complete maternity care may be pro-
vided, ineluding a final physical examination
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6 weeks after the baby is born. The baby
may receive medical and hospital care during
the first year of life.

WHO CAN RECEIVE CAREE

In States providing these services, the wife
and infant of any enlisted man serving in
the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or Coast
Guard are eligible for care as long as similar
services are not readily available through
medical or hospital facilities of the Army or
Navy. How long the wife has lived in the
State does not matter. No period of resi-
dence is required. Race or color does not
matter.

In expending the funds the State health
agencies will make the service available to
families of all men in the fourth, fifth, sixth,
and seventh pay grades who request it.

HOW TO AFPLY

Forms for requesting care are made avail-
able by the State health departments through
local health and welfare agencies, lccal Amer-
ican Red Cross chapters, prenatal clinics,
military posts, and through loeal practicing
physicians, s

The wife fills out and signs her part of the
application, including her husband's serial
number. Her doctor completes anc. signs the
application and forwards it to the State di-
rector of maternal and child health or his
authorized deputy. The form includes a
statement by the doctor (or hospital) that
the services authorized will be rendered for
the amount pald by the State health depart-
ment without payment from the patient or
the family.

In an emergency, care may be given by a
physician or in a hospital before an appli-
cation is sent in. However, the application
should be completed as soon as possible and
forwarded to the State health agency.

The State director of maternal and child
health promptly notifies the patient and at-
tending physician or clinic and the hospital
(if the patient is going to a hospital) whether
or not the care is authorized.

WHAT SERVICES THE PATIENT CAN EXPECT

In States providing these services:

Complete maternity service during the pre-
natal pericd, childbirth, and 6 weeks there-
after—including care of complications, op-
erations, postpartum examination—and med-
ical care for the newborn infant.

Health supervision for infants, usually pro-
vided in child-health conferences.

Nursing care, in the home, through the
local health department, ineluding bedside
nursing care as necessary—for the mother,
before, during, and after childbirth, and for
the baby during the first year of life.

Hospital ecare for maternity patients and
infants, paid for by the State health agency
at ward rates. The funds cannot be used
in part payment for more expensive hospital
accommedations. A minimum stay in the
hospital of 10 days after childbirth is ar-
ranged if possible. Hospital care may be
authorized in any hospital, including Army
and Navy hospitals, whose maternity and
pediatric services have been approved by the
State health agency.

Aviation cadets in both the Army and the
Navy are considered enlisted men and hence
are eligible for services under the Emergency
Maternity and Infant Care program. In the
Army they are not in the regular pay grades
and are not eligible for dependency benefits
or allowances. In the Army students In
training to become cadets are as a rule in
the seventh pay grade; they are eligible for
services under the Emergency Maternity and
Infant Care program. In the Navy aviation
cadets are considered to be in the fourth
p2y grade for the purpose of allowances.
The Marine Corps does not have aviation
cadets and students. The Coast Guard does
not have alr cadets; 1t has a flight-training
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program and men in training are in the
various pay grades.

For information about the program, write
to your director of maternal and child health,
State health department.

The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex-
pired. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, under the
Children's PBureau, Department of Labor,
namely:

Grants to States for emergency maternity
and infant care (national defense): For an
additional amcunt for grants to States, in-
cluding Alaska, Hawalii, Puerto Rico, and the
District of Columbia, to provide, in addition
to similar services otherwise available, med-
ieal, nursing, and hospital maternity and in-
fant care for wives and infants of enlisted
men in the armed forces of the United States,
under allotments by the Secretary of Labor
and plans developed and administered by
State health agencies and approved by the
Chief of the Children’s Bureau, $18,600,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:
~ Page 2, line 2, after the word “men”, insert
“of the fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh
grades.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
agreeing to the committee amendment.

Mr. RANKIN, Mr, Chairman, Irise in
opposition to the committee amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Mississippi is recognized for 5 min-
utes in opposition to the committee
amendment,

Mr., RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, in-
stead of striking out some of the men in
the lower grades I propose, if this amend-
ment is voted down, to offer an amend-
ment to inciude officers.

There is very little financial difference
in the income of the enlisted man, espe-~
cially the noncommissioned officer, and a
first or second lieutenant, when you take
into consideration the fact that the en-
listed man gets all of his clothes, all of
his board and other necessary expenses
paid, while the commissioned officer has
to pay for his own uniforms, his own
laundry, and has to pay his own board.

I know of my own knowledge of num-
bers of these young officers who have
gone into the service, especially young
aviators, without a thing in the world.
They do not have much if any more left
at the end of the month than one of the
enlisted men. Their wives should not be
excluded from the provisions of this bill.

I think my recerd here will show that
the enlisted men have not had a better

. friend in this House than I have been and

am now. AsI said a moment ago, it was
my amendment that raised their base pay
up to $50 a month. I had to ficht that
amendment through this House twice and
then through a conference and then as-
sist our friends in the Senate in order to
get it adopted. But I think when you
cut off these young officers merely be-
cause they have commissions, you are
doing them a_grave injustice.

Remember the commissioned officers
are doing more cf the real fighting in this
war than they ever have before, and espe-
cially in the Air Force.
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I know that some men will say that if
you are going to include lieutenants and
captains you ought to include majors,
colonels, and generals. But those offi-
cers as a rule in the higher ranks are
able to take care of this expense, and
besides very few of them have children
born to them because as a rule they are
older men. But if you strike out these
noncommissioned officers—that is what
this amendment does—I think you will
make a serious mistake, and if you leave
out the commissioned officers in the
lower ranks I think you wﬂl be making
a serious mistake,

I submit that this amendment should
be voted down, and then we should adopt
the amendment which I shall offer to in-
clude the word “officers,” in order that
we may make no unjust discrimination
against these young men, many of whom
have wives at home who are struggling
along with all the worries and difficul-
ties that they have, trying to rear their
children on the meager allowance and
incomes they now receive.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment should
be voted down and my amendment to
include the commissioned officers should
be adopted.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississippi has expired.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in support of the
amendment.

I proposed this amendment to the Ap-
. propriations Committee this morning
only because when we were having hear-
ings on this particular point before the
Department of Labor and Federal Se-
curity subcommittee, the question arose
as to how far we should go in making
these provisions for wives of enlisted
men, and it was upon the earnest rep-
resentations of the Children’s Bureau
that we included the first, second, and
third grades.

The first grade would be master ser-
geant; the second, the first and tech-
nical sergeant; and in the third, the staff
sergeant. They assured us that those
cases involving these three grades would
be dealt with only in cases of extreme
emergency and necessity.

I was not too happy with that solu-
tion. This summer I spent some time
trying to find out how it was working.
If other Members have made investiga-
tions, well and good, but I assure you
that I investigated a number of cases
and in not one single case was there any
showing of necessity.” This was just
something handed out again to many
individuals in the armed services in di-
rect violation of congressional intent.

I want to say to you that when a man
is receiving, as a master sergeant, $150
a month, plus uniform and plus quar-
ters, that he ought to go to a doctor and
pay the bill himself. The very thing
that we have been hearing about the
medical profession and about the cases
where we try to assist is that the men
should go to a doctor and msake the
proper arrangements for the birth of the
child when he is getting that much
money, We were supposedly trying to
take care of the hardship cases.

As the gentleman from North Caro-
lina pointed out, the original legislation
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was based on the fact that men might
be sent out of the country and might
be worrying about what is going to hap-
pen to their wives at the time of-the
birth of the child. It was to relieve
their minds of that worry that this legis-
lation was passed. It has worked com-
pletely differently in many instances
{from what was intended by the commit-
tee. People have come in and tried to
take advantage of this situation. It has
resulted in some chaos.

I cannot argue against what the gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]
has said, because the pay of a second
lieutenant and even that of a first lieu-
tenant and the pay of a master sergeant
are not really very different. But there
is a problem that needs to be met.
Something the Appropriations Commit-
tee and this Congress tried to do has
been distorted out of what Congress
wanted done, and in trying to correct
that situation I have offered an amend-
ment to put it back where it was.

I assure you it was only done after an
investigation of the situation; it was
only done after conferences with Red
Cross representatives and discussions
with them; it was only done after a full
discussion with the medical profession
concerning the problem we are trying to
take care of, a situation that I find is
being abused and which should be
stopped.

The only way to safeguard the rights
of the servicemen, and to make it possible
for them during time of war to meet
unusual demands, is to take care of the
emergencies and difficulties when they
arise. What I had in mind by this
amendment was to bring the situation
back to the true intent of Congress.

Mr, RANKIN. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield to the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN. Isit not afact that the
men who are able to pay their own bills,
as a rule, do not resort to the benefits
provided in this legislation?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
want to say from personal investigation,
that has not always been the case. I
found cases where men have substantial
means of their own, master sergeants,
and were able to provide their own doc-
tors who did not, but who took advan-
tage of the provisions of this law. I
think that is a bad situation.

Mr, RANEIN. Is it not a fact that
from a monetary standpoint a man
might be better off financially fo be a
master sergeant than if he were a first
or second lieutenant?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
just admitted that; but he is no better
off to be a private, and the ones we are
trying to help at this time are the prl—
vates and the corporals.

Mr. RANKIN, In my opinion, there is
not very much difference in the amount
of money that ultimately comes to either
a private soldier or the officers in the
lowest brackets in the commissioned
grade at the end of the month when
clothes and subsistence are taken out of
the officer’s pay; especially is this so in
the case of the first and second lieu-
tenants.,
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Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. That
may be; but what I was trying to do was
to get this bill back to the way we origi-
nally presented it. It came to the Con-
gress and certain representations were
made to the Congress; certain things
were done by the Congress in the fur-
therance of that, and I think it is now our
duty to put it back where we once had it.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New Mexico has expired.

Mr, PATMAN, Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last two words.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield to permit
me to submit a unanimous-consent re-
quest to limit debate?

Mr, PATMAN. I yield if it is not
taken out of my time.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent that all
debate on this paragraph and all amend-
ments thereto close in 20 minutes,

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
reserving the right to objzct, does the
gentleman'’s request include all debate on
the entire bill? I do not know which
paragraph we are considering.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The second
paragraph,

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
reserving the right to object, that per-
tains only to the first paragraph and not
the whole resolution?

Myr. CANNON of Missouri. The second
paragraph.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio.
graphs are there?

Mr. TABER. Three.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Missouri?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Texas [Mr, Patman] is recognized
for 5 minutes. .

DAIRY SITUATION

Mr, PATMAN, Mr. Chairman, there
is a desperate situation in the dairy
business and something must be done
to adjust it, but let us get our defini-
tions straight as to where the respon-
sibility is in regard to that matter. If
the President—executive department—
should increase the price of milk, the
law of October 2, 1642, could be read
and the Executive accused of violating s
mandate of the Congress, because in that
second Price Control Act of October 2,
1942, we said that it was the duty of the
President to hold the line and to sta-
bilize the cost of living, wages, salaries,
and prices as of September 15, 1942.
This we are told the President is trying
to do; so now if he were to take the
power and authority to raise prices in
individual cases critics could accuse him
of violating a mandate of the Congress.

The President, through Mr. Marvin
Jones, the Food Administrator, in whom
we have great confidence, has offered a
solution to this dairy problem, and that
is to pay subsidies to take care of the
dairy farmers so that the price of milk
would be kept down and the mandate of
Congress carried out as we expressed it
in that law. I do not like subsidies,

How many para-
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ordinarily I am oppcsed to them, but in
this particular case in this emergency I
am willing to accept them., We must
save the dairy business; we cannot afford
to let these dairies go out of business,and
since the executive department has
offered this subsidy as a remedy those of
us who do not agree that the subsidy is
the right remedy but that we should have
a price increase should just get together
and offer a bill to increase the price of
milk; then if the legislative department
of our Government goes on record as
being in favor of an individual price in-
crease that is a matter for us to do. So
I suggest if that is the solution that you
either accept the subsidies and say that
they will save the dairy business or those
who are not willing to do it get together
and offer a bill to increase the price of
milk that would take care of it. The
only other way would be to reduce and
stabilize the price of cattle feed, which
no one to my knowledge is advocating,

The situation is so desperate that we
must do something now. The first price-
control bill was based upon the theory
that we could select certain commodities
and keep prices down. That did not
work, The next Price Control Act, that
of October 2, 1942, was across the beard to
include wages, salaries, prices, and espe-
cially prices relating to the cost of liv-
ing, and we told the President to hold
the line as of September 15, 1942, 1If that
line is not held, Mr. Chairman, what is
going to happen in this country? If we
let prices go up then, of course, wages
and salaries must go up, and if we in-
crease wages and salaries 10 percent that
means a $10,000,000,000 annueal increase.
We already have $45,000,000,000 excess
purchasing power floating around over
the country now for this year looking for
something to buy. If we increase it by
$10,000,000,000 that would make the situ-
ation relative to curbing inflation a much
more difficult one. We can, I suggest, if
we do not hold the line in some way, but
let prices go up, let wages and salaries
go up, we can have ruinous inflation
today in America. We know that in
countries like China and Russia a half
pint of milk costs $7.50, if you can buy
it at all; a suit of clothes costs $400 or
$500; a loaf of bread $1.25. It can hap-
pen here the same as it happened there,
and then our middile class, the people who
built this country in time of peace and
the people who furnish the manpower to
save it in time of war, will be entirely
wiped out. So, in order to protect the
people who really represent the back-
bone of this country, we have got to stop
and prevent runaway or ruinous infla-
tion. There is only one way to do it,
and that is to hold the line against price
and wage increases as well as wage and
salary increases, and prevent this type
of inflation that will be hurtful to this
country. At the same time we must give
- the farmers a good price as a matter of
justice to the farmer and to encourage
production, but at the same time we must
prevent inflation.

I suggest those who are not willing to
agree to a subsidy present a bill for a
price increase or a feed-price decrease.
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The CHAIRMAN, The time of the
gentleman has expired. The Chair rec-
ognizss the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. CRAWFORD].

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I
have been reading what I think is the
unpublished hearings on this bill, the
testimony of Miss Lenroot and Dr. El-
iott. In connection with what they had
to say and what our colleague from New
Mexico has said, I wish to ask the gen-
tleman from New Mexico one or two
questions and also the genfleman from
New York [Mr. Taser] some questions.

If T understood the gentleman from
New Mexico correctly, he is offering the
amendment for this service to cover the
wives and infants of enlisted men of the
fourth, fifth, and sixth grades, is that
correct?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico.
fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh.

Mr, CRAWFORD. Then do I under-
stand the gentleman also to say thaf he
fecls this amendment should be adopted
so as to remove from present practices
that which in his mind runs contrary to
the intent of the law in that this class of
servicemen are receiving aid in the form
of, we will say, special cases?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
simply said that the original intent of
Congress was to cover four, five, six, and
seven, but that limitation has been taken
off in the last Labor-Federal Security
bill on the assurance they wculd be used
only in hardship cases, but every case
now is a hardship case. The only alter-
native is to remove the permission.

Mr., CRAWFORD. That clears up a
big question in my mind. I was going
on the assumption this amendment
broadened the bill.

Mr., ANDERSON of New Mexico. No.
It restricts, and puts it back where Con-
gress really wants it.

Mr. CRAWFORD. If that is true I
am certainly in favor of the amendment.
May I ask the gentleman from New
York this question with respect to the
benefits which go to men who are com-
missioned officers: What do they receive
in the way of family allowances which
help to bring their effective pay in line
where they can afford to take care of
such expenses?

Mr. TABER. Of course, enlisted men
are not officers. Qfficers receive subsist-
ence and rental allowances which are
very substantial, and while it may not
be enough to pay their living expenses
entirely it helps very materially along
that line, I cannot offhand give the fig-
ures, but I know that those figures are
very substantial,

Mr, CRAWFORD. This is a military
operation with which I am not too fa-
miliar, but can the gentleman tell me
whether or not these officers receive
those allowances in addition to the cash
pay they receive?

Mr. TABER. They do. It is paid in
cash. The allowances are paid in cash
and they are in addition to the regular
salary and longevity pay.

Mr. CRAWFORD. May I ask the gen-
tleman from Mississippi a question? He
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spoke of the pay of the enlisted men be-
ing so much and the pay of the officers
being so much. Did he have in mind
allowing the officers these additional al-
lowances which are granted in the total
pay?

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I think
the gentleman from New York is wrong.
Under certain circumstances, they allow
that rental pay, but when an officer is in
the field, away from home, he pays his
own board. I know that was the case
during the last war, and I think it is the
case now. Therefore, at the end of the
month the average officer from the grade
of captain down, I will say, has very lit-
tle, if any, more money left than the
average noncommissioned officer, and
in a great many instances not more
than the enlisted man.

Mr. TABER. They receive a subsist-
ence allowance anyway and a rental al-
lowance unless they are provided with
quarters, and on top of that there is an
additional allowance for dependents of
officers, so that in the case of some offi-
cers I know, those figures run quite high,
in the case of one officer exceeding $300
a month.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio.
cffer an amendment.

k The CHAIRMAN. For the benefit of
the House, the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SmiTH]
will be informally reported.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, SmirE of
Ohio: On page 2, line 6, after the period
insert the following sentence: “The care pro-
vided under the foregoing appropriation shall
be provided in the form of a cash allotment
made directly to the wives and to the mothers
of the infants who are entitled to such care.”

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
will state it.

Mr, ANDERSON of New Mexico, Will
we take up this amendment now before
tl;e committee amendment is disposed
of?

The CHAIRMAN. No; after the com-
mittee amendment is disposed of.

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. HARE. I suggest this amendment
will be subject to a point of order on
the ground it is legislation.

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of
the Chair, that might well be raised
when the amendment is actually offered.
The amendment is not before the House
at this time.

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the right to make a point of order
against the amendment.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr, Chairman,
a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Is it improper
for me to offer this amendment at the

Mr, Chairman, I
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present time? If so, I will withdraw it
now and offer it at the proper time.

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman
wishes to do so he may.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. That will permit
me to have 5 minutes on the amend-
ment?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is
correct.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I
withdraw the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN., Does the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. Cannon] desire
to be heard on the committee amend-
ment?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. There are
5 minutes remaining?

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair-
man, I do not care to take issue with
my good friend from Mississippi in his
statement on the relative compensation
of enlisted men and commissioned of-
ficers. I always agree with him. But if
I may, I should like to insert here for
the information of the Committee and
the House data showing the relative pay
of enlisted men and commissioned of-
ficers. For example, let us take the pay
of a second lieutenant, the lowest com-
missioned rank, and the pay of the en-
listed men in grades 1 and 7.

The second lieutenant draws a base
pay of $1,800. In addition, he receives
a rental allowance of $720, and a sub-
sistence allowance of $511. That is the
minimum. It comprises a total of $3,031
annually. He also receives an exemp-
tion of $1,500 on income tax, which
means that the entire pay and allowance
of a second lieutenant is exempt from
all taxation.

The enlisted man of grade T receives
$50 a month, $600 a year. In other
words, there is a difference of $2,431
between the officer who receives $3,031
a year and the enlisted man who re-
ceives $600.

But here is the item that has been
overlooked. While the wife of the en-
listed man has never received obstetrical
care at Government expense until the
enactment of this law, the wife of the
commissioned officer has always received
such service at Government hospitals.
The wife of any commissioned officer
may go to any service hospital and re-
ceive free prenatal care, obstetrical care,
and post-partum care. The physician’s
service is free. The only thing she is
required to pay in the way of hospital-
ization is daily subsistence, which, of
course, is comparatively small. In the
Navy the only charge is a flat rate of
$3.66 per day. In effect, therefore, the
wives of the commissioned men receive
free already the service we propose under
this bill to give to the wives of enlisted
men. In providing this appropriation,
we are putting the service provided for
the wife of the enlisted man on a par
with the service already given the wife
of the commissioned officer. So it is,
of course, unnecessary to amend this
resolution by including commissioned
officers.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr. CANNON of Missourl. I yield to
the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN. In enumerating the
benefits an officer in the lower ranks re-
ceives, the genfleman overlooks the fact
that an officer is required to buy his own
uniform and his own paraphernalia, and
also to pay his own board. My recollec-
tion is that we had this fight up here on
the emergency ofiicers’ retirement bill,
and it was brought out then that the
differences in pay for these officers, espe-
cially in the lower ranks, are to make
up the difference between what the
officer would have to pay for his uniform
and other clothes, his board, and so
forth, his subsistence, and the fact that
these things are furnished the enlisted
man free of charge,

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from New Mexico.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Is it
not true that eny commissioned officer
gets a uniform allowance of $250?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Iam soin-
formed.

Mr. RANKIN. Let me say again to the
gentleman that I do not believe any sol-
dier, whether a commissioned officer or a
buck private, will take advantage of this
allowance unless it is needed, but if it is
needed, I submit that the commissioned
officer in the lower ranks ought not to be
excluded.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Missouri has expired.

The question is on the committee
amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed

The Clerk will report the next commit-
tee amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment: On page 2, line 6,
strike out the period and insert a colon and
the following: “Provided, That this appro-
priation may be used for payment of com-
mitments made prior to October 1, 1943, in
the cases of wives and infants of enlisted men
in grades 1, 2, and 3.”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. MTr. Chair-
man, the purpose of this amendment is
to carry out commitments already made,
Under existing law there are numerous
instances in which wives of men in these
grades have already been authorized to
receive help. We propose in this amend-
ment to carry out such agreements al-
ready entered into under existing law.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yleld to
the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. If I understand
the gentleman correctly, this amendment
simply takes care of those special cases
which were obligated prior to October 1,
19432

This applies to grades 1, 2 and 3, the
so-called special cases?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. It applies
to all cases in which commitments have
been made.
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Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Does this appropria-
tion. cover the children of WAC’s, of
WAVES, of other women in the service
who may be married to or who may
marry civilians? As I understood from
the debate here, this resolution covers
wives of soldiers who have children,
What about the women in the service
who marry eivilians. Are not they
covered, too?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Not if
they marry civilians.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Does not the gentle-
man believe they should be covered?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The law
applies to wives of soldiers only and does
not apply to wives of civilians.

Mr. HOFFMAN. What about the
women who are soldiers, as the WAC’s
are now?

Mr., CANNON of Missouri. All per-
sonnel in the armed forces are entitled
to medical treatment and hospitalization
including women serving in the auxil-
iaries. But this particular service is by
virtue of a statute providing exclusively
for the wives of soldiers.

Mr, HOFFMAN, That is discrimina-
tion.

Mr. RABAUT. It covers them if they
are married to soldiers,

Mr. HOFFMAN. No; I am referring
to a woman who is in the service and who
is married to or marries a man in the
service.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. This
merely provides for the wives of men in
the armed forces.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Some are laughing,
but I am not joking about this. In all
seriousness, I can see no reason why the
women who are in the service, who are
soldiers now, as I understand the last
regulations, should not be taken care of
if they marry civilians and then become
mothers.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. If their
husbands are in the service they would
be entitled to the benefits of the law, but
if they are the wives of civilians, of
course, civilians are supposed to care for
such family expenses. At least they
cannot be paid out of these funds,

Mr. HOFFMAN. Suppose the hus-
bands cannot care for them? Suppose
they become widows. Suppose their
husbands die while they are in the serv-
ice and before the child is born?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. They are
entitled to every benefit provided for the
wives of soldiers under the language of
the bill.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consenf that de-
bate upon this amendment and all
amendments thereto conclude in 15
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection, ;
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Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, dur-
ing the discussion o the present amend-
ment I rise to make a very brief state-
ment on information that I have re-
ceived, and to have the especial atten-
tion of the distinguished chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations, so that
he may answer the observation and point
cut wherein perhaps I have been ill-

. advised.

I am told that all enlisted men in the
detached enlisted men's list in the upper
three grades lose money. In explana-
tion of that comment I point out that
the D. E, M. L. men who reside in Wash-
ington, since they are not living in bar-
racks, and are not eating, of course, in
any organized mess, are paid $2.75 per
day in lieu of quarters and rations,
Enlisted men in the upper three grades
are entitled to quarters for their de-
pendents. When by reason of orders by
competent authority, their dependents
are prevented from living with them, or
no Government quarters are made avail-
able to those men, such enlisted person-
nel are entitled to $37.50 a month to
pay for dependents’ quarters.

However, I am told that by an Army
ruling, when an enlisted man in any of
those top three grades is on the so-called
D. E. M, L. list, he is not entitled to this
smount of $37.50 for dependents’' quar-
ters, upon the theory that he is getfing a
daily allowance, in lieu of quarters.

The reason I ask the guestion of the
distinguished chairman at this time is
to say that a case in point has been
brought to my attention, wherein men in
the three upper grades actually lose their
allotment, and a staff sergeant would
get $22.50 less per month if he had a
wife and children than he would have if
he were strictly a buck sergeant. Would
the' gentleman tell me whether I am
correct or in error?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The gen-
tleman from West Virginia is discussing
a matter foreign to this bill. It relates
to military pay, and I would be glad to
yield to any member of the Committee
on Military Affairs to answer the ques-
tion.

Mr. RANDOLPH. I have used this
opportunity to bring the situation to the
attention of the House during the con-
sideration of this matter,

Mr. CRAWFORD. The loss in money
to which the gentleman refers, as I un-
derstand it, is due to the classification
of men and pay at $2.75 per diem, and
the amount he would get in monthly
pay. The loss of the difference between
those two figures?

Mr. RANDOLPH. It could be stated in
that way. I think the House in the con-
sideration of this general subject should
have its attention directed to the matter.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri, I trust the
gentleman will take that matter to the
proper commitiee, which is the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs,

Mr. RANDOLPH. I shall bring it to
the attention of the House and also to
the committee he suggests.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the
gentleman from West Virginia has ex-

. pired.
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Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr,
Chairman, I rise in support of the
amendment of the gentleman from Mis-
souri. I hope the House adopts this
amendment. It is of particular impor-
tance to my own State, because it will
make available funds for commitments
prior to October 1, 1943. This, as I say,
is of particular importance to Pennsyl-
vania. I donot know whether the House
is aware of the situation which prevailed
in the great State of Pennsylvania, but
for months our State administration and
our Governor refused to make these ben-
efits available to the wives of service men
in Pennsylvania. With an attitude that
was so callous it was difficult to under-
stand, our Governor and his advisers
persistently refused to take action to
help the wives of our fighting men and
their infant children, many of them born
while their fathers were fighting and
bleeding on Guadalcanal, in north Af-
rica, and in the Sicilian campaign.

Only after a great newspaper cam-
paign, initiated by one of our metropol-
itan dailies, the Philadelphia Record, fo-
cused the attention of the people of our
State upon what was taking place, did
our Governor become aroused, and then
only after the American Legion in con-
vention, the V. F. W. and other service
organizations insisted that our State ad-
ministration change its attitude, stop its
negligence and make these benefits pos-
sible for the soldiers and sailors of Penn-
sylvania.

When I lock over the list of the States
and see the number of cases that have
received benefits I am startled to com-
pare it with the fact that up until Au-
gust 31, 1943, not a single service man’s
wife in the State of Pennsylvania had
been able to participate in the appro-
priation made- available by Congress.
The State of Illinois had 4,900 cases;
the State of Kansas, 2,200 cases; the
State of Kentucky, 2,200 cases; the State
of Michigan, 2,800 cases; the State of
Mississippi, 1,900 cases; North Dakota,
2,800 cases; Wisconsin, 2,700 cases, and
so on; Pennsylvania, not one single case,

The wives of servicemen in the State of
Illineis received from this fund $111,060.
In Connecticut, $45,000; Massachusetts,
$88,000; New Jersey, $55,000; Michigan,
£88,000; Wisconsin, $357,000; Oklahoma;
$83,000. Every one of those States has
a population which is far less than that
of Pennsylvania, and consequently they
have fewer men in the armed forces, and
yet Pennsylvania received out of the ap-
propriation for the last quarter of the
fiscal year not one penny. Practically
every State secured an allotment except
Pennsylvania. That means that the
wives of servicemen in Pennsylvania to
whom babies were born, because the
Governor of the great Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania was net very much in-
terested, were not able to participate in
the appropriation made available by the
Federal Government.

I hope that now that the Governor and
the Republican administraticn in Penn-
sylvania have seen the light, through the
pressure of public opinion, that they will
take advantage of the new appropria-
tion and that they will make up for lost
time, and the soldiers and sailors of our
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State who are fighting in all quarters of
the globe will know that their wives and
new-born children will be taken care of
through the foresight and wisdom of the
Federal Government.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex-
pired.

Mr. JEFFREY. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chzirman, I have no guarrel with
this resolution. On the contrary, I am
happy to be permitted to vote for it. I
think it is little enough that we might
do, as has been sc ably said, for the wives
of those in the armed services. How-
ever, I want to call the attention of the
House to something of the manner in
which this legislation has been admin-
istered, at least to date. I am assured
by the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr.
ANDERSON], a member of the committee,
that there is no restriction in the legis-
lation, which provides that the attend-
ing physician shall receive no fund and
no promise of any fund other than that
allotted by the Government. Yet I know
that that is the way it works in prac-
tice, at least in the district which I hap-
pen to represent in Ohio, a part which
is very crowded by reason of war indus-
tries, and incidentally very short of phy-
sicians. So within the hour I have talked
with Miss Katharine Lenroot, head of
the Children’s Bureau of the Dapartment
of Labor, and she informs me that the re-
striction does exist; that it is not a mat-
ter of legislation and it is not a restric-
tion placed there by the respective States,
but rather that it is an inhibiting restric-
tion written in by that Bureau. Just
how does this work in practice? During
the receni congressional recess, I had
this matter brought to my attention not
once but a dozen times. In at least one
case that I took the trouble to investigate
the wife of a soldier had a complicating
kidney condition that occurred during
the pregnancy, which required particular
medical attention and special care. The
physician was unable to receive any sum
except that which was stipulated by the
regulation—not a regulation of the Con-
gress but of the Children’s Bureau.

Mr. TABER. If the gentleman would
yield——

Mr. JEFFREY. I yield.

Mr. TABER. That regulation is en-
tirely in violation of the specific provi-
sions of this act.

Mr, JEFFREY. I am glad to have the
gentleman say that, but in practice it
still exists and is working. At least very
recently it was. It seems to me that this
House should have some control over the
administration of the money which it
votes for a cause which is as important
as the cases which this appropriation is
intended to cover. I rise at this time
simply to draw attention to the regula-
tion which the head of the Bureau in
Washington has placed on the law which
has been passed by the Congress, which
is restraining and inhibiting the func-
tioning of that act in the relief it was
intended to afford at least in one State.

Mr, VORYS of Ohio. Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr, JEFFREY. I yield.
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Mr. VORYS of Ohio. The gentleman's
check-up was made within the last hour
as to whether the regulation was still
being enforeed?

Mr. JEFFREY, Yes; and with the
head of the Children’s Bureau, Miss
Katharine Lenroot. According to her in-
formation, it is in force this afternoon.

Mr. TABER. If the gentleman will
yield further——

Mr. JEFFREY, I yield.

Mr. TABER. In line 10 on the first
page it says “in addition to similar serv-
ices otherwise available,” indicating a
direct intention on the part of the legis-
lature to permit other services than
those paid for under the regulations to
be provided.

Mr. JEFFREY. But it is not working
that way in practice.

Mr. TABER.. The regulation is ille-
gal.

Mr. JEFFREY. I agree.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. JEFFREY. I yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Do I understand
the gentleman’s argument to be that in
approving this law we should leave open
the gate so that where a situation did
exist negotiations could be made and the
Federal Government would have to pay
the difference, whgtever fee was agreed
upon?

Mr. JEFFREY. Not necessarily, be-
cause in the particular case to which I
refer, while the woman herself was un-
able to pay, some of her relatives were,
ll;u;: she was precluded from getting that

elp.

Mr, CRAWFORD. Does the gentleman
think the Federal Government should
pay whatever the fee agreed upon is?

Mr. JEFFREY. Perhaps we should
not go that far, but certainly the pres-
ent restriction is too rigid, and the sol-
dier’s widow, through relatives and

- friends, should not be prohibited from

paying for and receiving special care.

Mr. CRAWFORD. It seems to me if
we do that we will open up the very
kind of a situation we are just now at-
tempting to close, where you remove the
so-called special cases. In other words,
you will have special cases from almost
everyone.

Mr. JEFFREY., I do not think we
need to go that far. I think all we need
to do is to say that notwithstanding the
Children’s Bureau has placed a regula-
tion on the administration of this fund,
which is not intended by the Congress, in
the event that relatives or friends of the
particular individual are willing, they
shall be permitted to pay for special
care.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Letthem pay what-
ever they see fit?

Mr. JEFFREY. That is the general
thought.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Ohio has expired.

The question is on the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
I offer an amendment.

" The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment of the gentleman
from Ohio.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. SBmrrE of
Ohio: On page 2, line 6, after the period
insert the following sentence: “The care
provided under the foregoing appropriation
shall be provided in the form of cash allot-
ments made directly to the wife and to the
mother of the infants who are entitled to
such care.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
fiom Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr., Chairman,
this amendment does not need very much
explanation; it is self-explanatory; it
merely provides for the payment directly
to the expectant mothers and wives of the
soldiers the money that is allotted under
this act in cash.

There is no more reason why the Fed-
eral Government should supervise the ex-
penditure of that money than there is
for the Federal Government to supervise
the expenditure of the money which goes
for allotments to these women, or which
goes to soldiers in the form of pensions.
Having practiced medicine I know that
there are practical situations where pro-
visions like we have in the law at the
present time do work a hardship or at
least do prevent the woman from using
this money in the most expeditious and
best manner.

Ask the women who have had more
than one baby and they will tell you that
the second baby or the third baby comes
more easily than the first. Thet woman
may feel she does not need hospital care;
she may be able to save at least part of
the $84 or $85, or whatever the amount is,
to buy shoes for somz of the children
that have already been born, or to buy
meat and clothing, and if she should be
able to save some of that money and still
take care of her confinement, why should
she not be allowed to do that?

Mr. ELSTON of Ohio. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I yield to the
gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. ELSTON of Ohio. In these days
when the hospitals are so crowded, and
there is such a scarcity of help in the
hospitals, it seems to me that the gen-
tleman’s amendment is a very wise one
and should be adopted. For that par-
ticular reason, it seems to me, the
amendment of the gentleman should be
adopted.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Ithank the gen-

tleman for his contribution.
I just want to repeat what I said a
moment ago; why should we not put
more trust in the soldiers’ wives? The
soldiers are out fighting this war, and we
are leaving it to them to fight the war,
Why not put a little confidence in these
women who are staying at home and
going through the valley of the shadow
of death?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I yield to the
gentleman from New Mexico.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. The
gentleman practiced medicine in a State
that has a workmen's compensation law.
May I ask him if he has ever gotten a
check directly for that service, or did he
get an allowance?

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. , Mr. Chairman, I
eannot yield any further. Ido not think

the gentleman’s question apropos at all
to what I am trying to explain. So far
as I am concerned, I am willing to put
my confidence in these women in the
expenditure of these Federal funds. I
hzve faith they would spend this money
in the proper manner,

Mr. Chairman, I want to say again,
there is no reason why the Federal Gov-
ernment, or any State government,
should exercise such paternalistic care
over the expenditure of these funds as
now is the case.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Ohio has expired.

The gentleman from Wisconsin is ree-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr, Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment and ask unanimous consent that
debate on this amendment close in 20
minutes, the last 5 minutes to be re-
served to myself.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Missouri?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Wisconsin is recognized.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. No; Mr.
Chairman, I am entitled to recognition.

Mr. KEEFE. I understood thatI had
been recognized before the gentleman
from Missouri got on his feet.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Wisconsin had already been recog-
nized.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I may say
to the gentleman from Wisconsin that
I am always glad to yield to my friend
from Wisconsin, who always occupies the
floor to far better advantege than I, but
in this case the gentleman from Mis-
souri was standing seeking recognition,

Mr. KEEFE. I am exceedingly sorry
that I have bzen placed in the unfor-
tunate position of causing the chairman
of the committee to defer to the Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole this
afternoon. 3

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Wisconsin is recognized,

Mr. EEEFE. Mr, Chairman, I should
like to say to the gentleman from Ohio
that I, too, have taken up with Miss
Lenroot this afternoon the very question
which he has raised, and I discussed with
her the regulation which the Children’s
Bureau has invoked which applies not
only to the State of Ohio but to the en-
tire Nation. She explained that rezula-
tion to me, and I want to say to the
Members of the House that while the
magnificent statement made by the
gentleman has a direct appeal I think
you would be convinced that the Chil-
dren’s Bureau has taken a very wise and
sensible precaution.

What was the genesis of this legisla-
tion? Was it to afford an opportunity
for a grab from all directions on the
Treasury of the United States? Or did
this resolution have its genesis in the
desire of the Congress torelieve the wives
of servicemen of the United States from
worry incident perhaps to inability to re-
ceive proper obstetrical care because they
did not have any money?

Mr. JEFFREY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?
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Mr. KEEFE. I do not yield at this
time.

The Children’s Bureau recognizing that
to be the attitude of the Congress when
this resolution was adopted provided in
their regulations, with which the State
must comply in order to receive these
Federal funds, that the doctors who are
to be paid out of these funds must certify
when they make application for payment
that the payment which the doctor is re-
ceiving out of this fund is the only
amount that he is going to charge this
patient. If you allowed a doctor to take
the amount permitted out of this fund
and then send a bill for any amount he
saw fit to the woman after she has come
out of the hospital how in the world
would you be accomplishing the purpose
we had in mind when this bill first came
before the Congress?

The principal purpose of this legisla-
tion and the real reason why I supported
it was to relieve these mothers of worry
that they would have a great big bill to
pay and no money with which to pay it.
The experience is that the great rank
and file of the doctors of the country
have accepted this legislation and are
receiving the benefits from it in the very
spirit in which it was enacted. There
may be special cases such as the one the
gentleman indicated where there may
have been some tremendous amount of
other service required, but if the case is
a case of luxury where the people have
money, they do not have to make appli-
cation to this fund; they can hire their
own doctor, get any room they want in
the hospital and pay it themselves. The
only requirement is that they shall not
make application for this money. This
money is reserved for the wives of sol-
diers who are in a situation where they
need the assistance which is provided
under this law and I will say that the
amount that has been set up, at least so
far as the doctors tell me in my com-
munity, is in line with the general fees
which they receive in this type of service
and they are pretty well satisfied with
the situation. If you are going to turn
this money over and give it to every sol-
dier's wife who is expecting a child, she
could spend it as she pleased; then you
would be no longer in line with the spirit
and purpose of this act and you are just
passing a bill to provide a sort of gratu-
itous pension to pay the wife of every
soldier a stipulated amount to spend as
she pleases. I have confidence in most
of them, but I remember back in the
days before we passed the illegitimacy
statute in my State, which principle be-
came a general law throughout the coun-
try, that case after case was settled by
the mother where she got $200, $300,
$500, or whatever the father would pay
and she took that money and bought a
fur coat, or went out and spent it, and the
child became the ward of the parent, the
grandparents, or a public charge; so we
had to pass a law that required that
before the settlement would be approved
payments made in those cases would
have to be turned over to a trustee to
see to it that the dcctor’s bill was paid,
that the hospital bill was paid, and that
the money went for the child for which
it was intended.
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Wisconsin has eXpired.

Does the gentleman from Michigam
[Mr. DoNpERO] desire recognition at this
time?

Mr. DONDERO. Yes, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman
from Michigan is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, I be-
lieve the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Ohio has considerable
merit. While I was home this summer
during the recess of Congress I was con-
fronted with the very question presented
by that amendment, It so happens that
in one of the cities of my district the
hospital is conducted by the munici-
pality. If this law or the regulation that
has been promulgated by the Children’s
Bureau remains on the books, it means
that many soldiers’ wives are not going
to have the benefit of hospital care. In
my State, they granted $50 at the rate
of $5 a day for 10 days for hospitaliza-
tion in maternity cases. The average
daily cost in a hospital in my section of
the country is $7.50. The municipality
has no funds with which to subsidize the
balance of the cost, or $2.60 per day, in
these cases. What is the result? It is
that the soldiers’ wives may not be able
to obtain a room in that hospital. That
regulation works against rather than to
the advantage of the wife of a soldier.

Mrs. BOLTON. Will the gentleman
yield? .

Mr. DONDERO. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Ohio.

Mrs. BOLTON. May I ask whether the
hospitals of the gentleman’s State make
any allowances? In my State they do a
great deal of free work for these women
and I am sure they must do the same
thing in Michigan,

Mr. DONDERO. Perhaps they do, but
I do know in this particular case that
was not true,

The municipality has no funds on
hand or in its budget with which to
subsidize hospital costs, with the result it
works a hardship on the very people that
we are trying to aid by this bill and ap-
propriation.

Mrs, BOLTON. The gentleman is
speaking of a municipal hospital?

Mr. DONDERO. Yes. It is operated
by the municipality.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri,
gentleman yield?

Mr, DONDERO. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr., CANNON of Missouri. The gen-
tleman states that the charge in the case
to which he refers was $7.50 a day? The
provision in this bill is for ward care
only. It is not customary to charge
$7.50 a day for ward care.

Mr. DONDERO. I am not familiar
with. the details, I do know the actual
average cost is as stated by me.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. If they
wish a' private room, they must them-
selves bear the additional expense. The
provision in this bill is for ward service
only. In the case to which the gentle-
man refers they evidently desired better
accommodations and if so must provide
that themselves,

Will the
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Mr. DONDERO. I am not so sure
about that. I am inclined to believe it
is the reverse of what the gentleman
says.

It is my understanding that when the
application for the Federal funds is
signed by the expectant mother and the
physician that the amount provided by
the regulation is all that the hospital
can charge and all the physician may
receive.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I never
heard of a hospital charging $7.50 a day
for ward care.

Mr, HOFFMAN. Will the gentleman
yield? j

Mr. DONDERO. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan,

Mr. HOFFMAN. Just assume that the
soldier's wife goes along in the usual way
and the fee allowed is sufficient. That
ends that. But suppose she has some
complications set in, then she is not per-
mitted to pay the doctor. Is the doctor
to render the service without charge for
this extra, unforeseen complication or is
she to go without the care?

Mr. DONDERO. I believe he would be
precluded from asking any more pay
when he signs the application for the
fund provided in this bill,

Mr. JEFFREY. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. DONDERO. I ield to the gentle-
man from Ohio.

Mr. JEFFREY. That is true according
to the statement given to me by Miss
Lenroot this afternoon.. His entire
charge for the prenatal care and the
care of the mother after the baby comes
is included in this charge. For how long
I do not know.

Mr. DONDERO. I do not think there
is a Member on this floor who is against
this legislation, but we want to provide
legislation to really relieve the soldier
from anxiety for the care of his wife.
Let us place no obstacles in the way
of that aid. ;

Mr. HARE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DONDERO, I yield to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina.

Mr. HARE, The testimony submitted
to the committee was to the effect that
no ironclad regulation had been made
as to the amount. Thirty-five dollars
was suggested, not to exceed $50, per-
haps, but in the case of complications,
in the case of operations and in a case
where expert surgery is needed, as I
understand from the testimony, there is
no limitation on that and it will be left
with whoever is in charge of the State
department of public health.

Mr. DONDERO. I am strongly in
favor of trusting the honesty and good
judgment of the expectant mother and
the medical profession of the country to
take care of this situation without put-
ting any unnecessary restrictions around
this fund.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. Harel. i

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, I think it
should be said that we are probably going
a little far afield in the discussion of the
original purpose of this appropriation.
As it was originally submitted the idea
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was there would be a considerable num-
ber of men who would be going overseas,
leaving wives who would be expectant
mothers. Many of these would be with-
out parents, they would have no one at
home to advise or look after them; and it
was thought that the Federal Govern-
ment—in order to keep up the morale of
these young men—they should be given
to understand that their wives would be
furnished with the necessary medical
care and hospitalization at the time of
the birth of the child, thereby relieving
the father of much anxiety.

It was estimated there would not be
over 72,000, and it was further estimated
the cost would be $4,800,000, and that
amount was recommended; but since
that time it has developed there will be
600,000 children born to wives of soldiers
next year and that 300,000 of these wives
will avail themselves of the privileges
under the law., That Is just 50 percent,
the additional cost now estimated being
$18,600,000.

Now, the proposal suggested by the
gentleman from Ohio, Dr. SmitH, has
been discussed before. The feeling was
that under his proposal the wives of the
600,000 soldiers would ask for their part
of the appropriation regardless whether
they needed it or not. If his amendment
passes you will have to fix a definite
amount and if it is fixed at $100 that
means the program will cost $30,000.000
a year more than now indicated. -He
does not state how much he would pay
each wife. The final cost may be two
or three times that much. Who knows?
It is the thought that this appropriation
of $18,600,000 will take care of the wife
and the child of every soldier who needs
it and will request it. There will be
many who will not make this request.
There will be many who will pay their
own hospital bill and there will be many
who will pay their own physicians offi-
ciating at the time of the birth. If the
amendment is agreed to I suggest it will
be necessary to increase the appropria-
tion unless you are willing to discrimi-
nate against the wives of soldiers who
are not going to be expectant mothers
within this year. Their husbands will
say: “I am in the same Army, I am in
the same Navy, I am making the same
sacrifice the fathers are making; why
does not the Federal Government pay
my wife a little money to spend as she
pleases?”

That is one of the difficulties we have
in this proposal. It is one that has been
given a great deal of thought and a great
deal of study, probably not as much as it
deserves. . The present appropriation
will not be a compensation to the sol-
dier himself; it was not intended to‘in-
crease his salary; it was not intended
to increase his compensation, but was
intended merely to stimulate the morale
of the father away from home by mak-
ing him feel that his wife would have
proper attention at the birth of his child,
which is a very trying moment in the
life of every young father; he would not
have to lie awake at night, he would
not have to worry about the need of
medical care and hospitalization of his
wife; and that he could look forward
to the time he could return home and
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find a child to greet him. No doubt some
of the money will be spent undeservedly,
but we cannot pass upon each case here,

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. HARE. 1 yield to the gentleman
from Ohio.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. It was never in-
tended by the Congress that this should
be the occasion for the Children’s Bu-
reau to attempt to regulate the stand-
ard for child care and childbirth all
over the United Stateg?

Mr. HARE. I think the gentleman is
correct in that. It was intended that
the State public health service would
submit rules and regulations to the Chil-
dren’'s Bureau for approval and that the
State agency would administer the law.
My personal view of this matter is the
proper legislative committee should con-
duct hearings and submit a proposal
stating definitely and clearly the func-
tions of the State Public Health Service
in the administration of the law and
just what the powers and functions
of the Children’s Bureau will be; then
there should be no misunderstanding or
friction in the administration of the law,
if approved by the Congress.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from South Carolina has ex-
pired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. CannNon].

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio would double the cost
of this bill, and it would unquestionably
require an even larger deficiency bill
later in the fiscal year.

Mr. TABER. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. TABER. I have gone into this
matter very carefully. I think it would
be very unfortunate if this amendment
were adopted. I feel that the State
health authorities, with this money that
is granted to them, should pay these bills
direct to the doctors. The doctor is
chosen by the expectant mother in ad-
vance. After that is done she should not
have to be bothered with the payment of
these bills.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The gen-
tleman is exactly right. According to
the statistics submitted to the committee
by the Children’s Bureau, based upon
their experience beginning in March
1943, only half of the wives of the en-
listed men in the lowest grades—grades
4 to T—apply for these benefits, and only
one-fourth of the wives of the men in
the first three grades apply. If this
grant were made as a cash payment, the
result would be'that everybody would
automatically receive it. At the start it
would cost twice the amount here esti-
mated. In addition, the present system
protects both the mother and the
physician. The mother is certain of be-
ing taken care of at an approved hospital
and for a medical cost of from $35 and
$50, and at the same time the physician
is certain of receiving a stated fee.

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from South Carolina.

Mr. HARE. I may say to the gentle-
man that the committee thought that
probably the estimate of the cost would
be a little high. The physician in
charge of State welfare in my own State
advised me yesterday that the cost, when
all bills have been paid, has averaged
$55.56 per person for children delivered
so far.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. In addi-
tion, Mr. Chairman, any such proposi-
tion as this to pay the cash directly to the
beneficiary is in contravention of the
principle followed in every other govern-
mental agency of this character. For
instance, under the Workmen's Compen-
sation Act money is not paid directly to
the beneficiary, the patient, but to the
physician. Under social security the
money is not paid to the beneficiary but
is handled by the department. Always
the principle followed in agencies and
activities of this kind is for the Govern-
ment to make payment to the person to
whom it is due,

Mr. DONDERO. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNCN of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Michigan

Mr. DONDERO. Does the gentleman
believe the expectant mother ought to be
precluded from acquiring extra service if
she desires to have it, paying for it out of
her own funds if she has the funds to do
s0?

Mr. CANNON of Missourl. Certainly
not, and this would not preclude her from
doing so.

Mr. DONDERO. But would not the
application forbid her doing that?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri, Under this
bill she is allowed to select her own phy-
sician and the physician is paid by the
Government. This does not in any way
interfere with her using her own funds
to supplement the amount paid here or
provide additional comforts.

Mr, Chairman, because this amend-
ment would more than double the cost
of this service and because it would posi-
tively and inevitably necessitate the pas-
sage of another appropriation bill even
larger than this for the current fiscal
year, I submit that the amendment ought
to be voted down.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentlemen from Ohio.

Mr. JONES. May I suggest to the
chairman that the families of the soldiers
are the last groups in the world with
whom we should be parsimonious because
we have been very, very careless in our
appropriations and in the expenditure of
money, and if we could tip the scales in
favor of the family without bankrupting
the country we should do it.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. We are
anything but parsimonious here. We
are generous beyond all precedent. The
reason we did not receive applications
from the other half of those who are
entitled to this grant is that they prefer
better accommodations; they prefer indi-
vidual rooms instead of the ward service
provided here. Of course, if we merely
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presented a lump sum in cash accept-
ance would be 100 percent.

Mr, Chairman, because of the exorbi-
tant additional cost proposed by the
amendment and because of the necessity
of passing another deficiency bill this
fiscal year if the amendment is agreed
to, I hope the amendment will be voted
down.

The CHAIRMAN. The*time of the
gentleman from Missouri has expired.
All time has expired.

The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
SMmITH].

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr, SmiTH of Ohio)
there were—ayes 8, noes 115.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Balaries and expenses, emergency mater-
nity and infant care (national defense): For
all necessary expenses of the Children’s Bu-

‘reau in performing the duties imposed upon

%

it in carrying cut the program for emergency
maternity and infant care, including personal
services in the District of Columbia and else-
where, and other items otherwise chargeable
to the appropriations of the Department of
Labor for contingent expenses, traveling ex-
penses, and printing and binding, $20,000.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I move that the Committee do now
rise and report the joint resolution back
to the House with sundry amendments,
with the recommendation that the
amendments be agreed to and that the
joint resolution as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Sikes, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the joint
resolution (H. J. Res. 159) making addi-
tional appropriations for the fiscal year
1944 for emergency maternity and in-
fant care for the wives of enlisted men
in the armed forces, had directed him to
report the joint resolution bhack to the
House with sundry amendments, with
the recommendation that the amend-
ments be agreed to and that the joint
resolution as amended do pass.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I move the previous question on the
joint resolution and all amendments
thereto to final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote
demanded on any amendment? If not,
the Chair will put them in gross.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER, The question is on
the engrossment and third reading of the
joint resolution.

The joint resolution was ordered to he
engrossed and read a third time, and was
read the third time.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. My, Speaker, I
offer a motion to recommit,

The SPEAEKER. Isthe gentleman op-
posed to the joint resolution?

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I am opposed to
the joint resolution in its present form,
Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re-
port the motion to recommit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Smrra of Ohlo moves to recommit
House Joint Resclution 159 to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations with instructions
to report it back forthwith to the House
with the following amendment: On page 2,
line 6, after the pericd insert the following
sentence: “The care provided under the
foregoing appropriation shall be provided in
the form of cash allotments made directly
to the wives, and te the mothers of the in-
fants, who are entitled to such care.”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I move the previous guestion on the
motion to recommit.

The previous question was ordered.

The motion to recommit was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. H. CARL ANDER-
SEN) there were—ayes 143, noes 0.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum
is not present.

The Doorkeeper will close the doors,
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 327, nays 0, not voting 103.

[Roll No. 145]

YEAS—327

Abernethy Coffee Gillie
Allen, Il1. Cole, Mo. Gordon
Allen, La. Cole, N. Y. Gore
Andersen, Compton Gorski

H. Carl Cooley Gossett
Anderson, Calif. Cooper Graham
Anderson, Costello Grant, Ala.

N. Mex. Courtney Grant, Ind.
Andresen, Cox Gregory

August H. Cravens Griffiths
Angeil Crawford Gwynne
Arnold Crosser Hagen
Auchincloss Cunningham  Hale
Baldwin, Md, Curtis Hall,
Barrett D'Alesandro Edwin Arthur
Barry vis Hall,
Bates, Ey. Dawson Leonard W.
Bates, Mass, Day Halleck
Beall Delaney Hancock
Beckworth Dewey Hare
Bennett, Mich, Dies Harless, Arlz,
Bennett, Mo, Dilweg Harris, Ark,
Bishop Dingell Harris, Va.
Blackney Dirksen Hays
Bland Ditter Heébert
Bloom Domengeaux  Heldinger
Bolton Dondero Hendricks
Bonner Doughton Herter
Boren Douglas Hess
Boykin Drewry Hinshaw
Bradley, Pa. Dworshak Hoch
Brehm Eberharter Hoeven
Brooks Ellis Hoffman
Brown, Ga. Ellison, Md. Holifleld
Brown, Ohio Ellsworth Holmes, Wash.
Bryson Elston, Ohio Hope
Burch, Va. Engel Horan
Burchill, N. Y. Feighan Howell
Burdick Fellows Hull
Burgin Fenton Jarman
Busbey Fernandez Jeffrey
Butler Fisher Jenkins
Byrne Flannagan Jensen
Camp Fogarty Johnson,
Cannon, Fla. Forand Anton J.
Cannon, Mo. Fulbright Johnson,
Capozzoll Fulmer J. Leroy
Carlson, Eans, Gale Johnson,
Carson, Ohio  Gathings Luther A.
Celler Gavin Johnson,
Chapman Gearhart Lyndon B.
Church Gibson Johnson, Okla.
Clason Gifford Johnson, Ward
Clevenger Gilchrist Jones

ochran Gillette Jonkman
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Schuetz
Schwabe
Shafer

Short

Sikes
Simpson, 1.
Eimpson, Pa.
Slaughter
Smith, Maine
Smith, Ohio
Smith. Va.
Smith, W. Va.
Smith, Wis.
Somers, N. ¥.
Springer
Stanley
Btarnes, Ala.

Taylor
Thomas, Tex.
Thomason
Tibbott

Telan
Troutman
Vincent, Ky.
Voorhis, Callf,
Vorys, Ohio
Vursell
‘Wadsworth
Walter

Ward
Waslelewski
Weaver

Weiss

Welch

Wheat
Whittington
‘Wickersham
Willey

Wilson
Winstead
Wolcott
‘Woodruiff, Mich.
Woodrum, Va.
Worley
Wright

O'Neal
O'Toole

Pace
Peterson, Fla,
Philbin
Pittenger
Pracht
Robinson, Utah
Batterfield
Scott
Sheppard
Sheridan
Snyder,
Sparkman
Spence
Stevenson
Bumners, Tex.
Tarver
Thomas, N. J.
Towe
Treadway
Van Zandt
Vinson, Ga.
Weichel, Ohio
Wene

West,
Whelchel, Ga.
White

Whitten
Wigglesworth
Winter
Wolfenden, Pa.
Wolverton, N. J.
Zimmerman

Judd Monroney
Eean Morrison, La.
Kearney Morrison, N, C.
Eeefe Mott
Eefauver Mruk
Kelley Mundt
Eerr Murdock
Kilburn Murray, Tenn.
Kilday Murray, Wis,
King Myers
Kinzer Newsome
Kirwan Norman
Kleberg Norrell
Enutson O'Brien, Il
EKunkel O'Brien, Mich.
LaFollette O'Hara
Landis Outland
Lanham Patman
Larcade Patton
Lea Peterson, Ga.
LeCompte Pfeifer
LeFevre Phillips
Lemke Ploeser
Lesinskl Plumley
Lewis, Colo. Poage
Lewis, Ohlo Poulson
Luce Powers
Ludlow Price
Lynch Priest
McCord Rabaut
MeCormack Ramey
McCowen Ramspeck
McGehee Randolph
McGranery Rankin
McGregor Reece, Tenn.
McLean Reed, I1.
McMillan Reed, N. Y.
McMurray Rees, Eans.
McWilliams Richards
Maas Rivers
Madden Rizley
Maloney Robertson
Manasco Robsion, Ky.
Mansfield, Rockwell
Mont. Rodgers, Pa.
Mansfield, Tex. Rogers, Calif.
Marcantonio  Rogers, Mass,
Martin, Towa  Rohrbough
Martin, Mass. Rolph
Mason Rowan
May Rowe
Merrow Russell
Michener Sabath
Miller, Conn., Sadowskl
Miller, Mo, Basscer
Miller, Nebr. Sauthoff
Mills Seanlon
Monkiewicz Schifffer
NAYS—0
NOT VOTING—103
Andrews Gerlach
Arends Goodwin
Baldwin, N. ¥. Granger
Barden Green
Bell Gross
Bender Harness, Ind,
Bradley, Mich. Hart
Buckley Hartley
Buffett Heffernan
Bulwinkle Hill
Canfield Hobbs
Carter Holmes, Mass.
Case Izac
Chenoweth Jackson
Chiperfield Jennings
Clark - Johnson,
Colmer Calvin D.
Creal Johnson, Ind.
Cullen Eee
Curley Eennedy
Dicksteln Eeogh
Disney Klein
Durham Lambertson
Eaton Lane
Elliott McKenzie
Elmer Magnuson
Fay Mahon
Fish Merritt
Fitzpatrick Miller Pa.
Folger Murphy
Ford Norton
Furlong O'Brien, N. Y.
Gallagher O'Connpr
Gamble O'Eonski
Gavagan O'Leary

So the bill was passed.
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The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

General pairs:

Mr. Curley with Mr. Eaton.

Mr. Spence with Mr, Scott.

Mr. Keogh with Mr. Elmer.

Mr. Lane with Mr. Baldwin of New York.

Mr, Gavagan with Mr, Jennings,

Mr, Creal with Mr. Wolverton of New Jersey.

Mr. Klein with Mr. Arends.

Mr. Furlong with Mr. Pracht.

Mr. O'Toole with Mr. Goodwin.

Mr. Hart with Mr. Thomas of New Jersey.

Mrs. Norton with Mr, Pittenger,

Mr. Merritt with Mr, Fish.

Mr. Phiibin with Mr. Canfield.

Mr. Fay with Mr. Weichel of Ohio.

Mr. Zimmerman with Mr. Lambertson.

Mr. O'Leary with Mr. Hill,

Mr. West with Mr. Holmes of Massachu-

Mr. Buckley with Mr. Winter.

Mr. Vinson of Georgia with Mr. Buffett.
Mr. Fitzpatrick with Mr. Hartley,

Mr. Tarver with Mr, Gross.

Mr. Sparkman with Mr. O'Brien of New

Mr. Cullen with Mr. Case.
Mr. Hobbs with Mr. Wolfenden of Pennsyl-

Mr. Heffernan with Mr. Towe.

Mr. Bell with Mr, Gallagher.

Mr. Dickstein with Mr. Harness of Indiana.

Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Andrews.

Mr. Clark with Mr. Chiperfield.

Mr. Kennedy with Mr Bender.

Mr. Disney with Mr. Calvin D. Johnson.

Mr. O’'Neal with Mr. Treadway. !

Mr. Pace with Mr. Carter.

Mr. Granger with Mr. Wigglesworth.

Mr, Colmer with Mr. Bradley of Michigan.

Mr. Barden with Mr. Gerlach.

Mr. Peterson of Florida with Mr. Cheno-
weth,

Mr. Batterfield with Mr. Johnson of In-
diana.

Mr. Durham with Mr. Gamble.

Mr. Folger with Mr. Btevenson.

Mr. Green with Mr. Van Zandt.

Mr, Sumners of Texas with Mr. O'Eonskl.

Mr, Whelchel of Georgia with Mr, Miller of
Pennsylvania.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on
the table.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. LARCADE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the REcorp and include a news-
paper article from the Washington Daily
News.

The SPEAEER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LARCADE, Also, Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the gentle-
man from Oklahoma [Mr, Boren] may
extend his remarks in the Recorp and
include a short newspaper clipping.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

ORDER OF BUSINESS TOMORROW

Mr, MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Spealker, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I do this because I understand
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that legislation is to be brought up to-
morrow, and I think the Members of the
House should be informed of it.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, the
Committee on Banking and Currency has
reported out the bill H. R. 3291 unani-
mously. The purpose of the bill is to in-
crease the authorization, to the amount
of $400,000,000, for construction under
title VI of the National Housing Act and
also extend the time for which loans may
be extended under title I. The bill has
been reported out unanimously. Con-
sent will be asked tomorrow to consider
the bill. I am told that the bill is non-
controversial, but I want it understood
that if there is any controversy about it
that the unanimous-consent request for
the consideration of the bill will be with-
drawn.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. And
that the bill then probably will not come
up until Monday?

Mr. McCORMACK. Monday or Tues-
day. y

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. That
is, if there are objections.

Mr. McCORMACK., Yes,

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, McCORMACEK. Yes,

Mr. SABATH. Did I understand the
gentleman from Massachusetts to say
that this increases the authorization
$400,000,000 or $300,000,000?

Mr. McCORMACK. The chairman of
the committee, the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. SteacaLr], is present, but I
understand it to be $400,000,000.

Mr. SABATH. That was originally
asked for, and we have appropriated al-
ready authorization for $100,000,000.

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, this
bill does not appropriate anything. The
bill provides for the insurance of loans
and would increase the authorization in
the amount of $400,000,000. There is no
appropriation. This is a matter that is
more or less urgent, because there is now
a waiting list of applications for insur-
ance. Itisunder title VI of the National
Housing Act. Title VI provides for the
insurance of loans for residential con-
struction in defense areas, where it may
be done by private investment, simplv by

“insuring the loans, rather than by direct

appropriations from the Treasury, as
must be done under the Lanham Act,
except where it is done by private invest-
ment,

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. STEAGALL. Yes,

Mr. HOFFMAN. We have in the
Fourth Congressional District of Mich-
igan an area where there are not enough
defense workers. They are short of
manpower. They can get the men, but
the authority which would transfer those
men refuses to do so until we provide
housing facilities. This is just a little
matter, but it does have to do with this
matter of war production. They have
authorized the Cleveland office to give us
100 trailers, while we are waiting to build
these other houses. Is there anything
that we can do about that?

(it

Mr. STEAGALL. I do not know the
situation to which the gentleman refers.
It may be that what he has in mind is
construction under the Lanham Act.
That is emergency construction, where
the money is appropriated directly out
of the Treasury. Of course, I am sure
the gentleman feels as I think everybody
else does that where this construction
can be done by private investment, it is
preferable. There is a large amount of
this construction. They have granted
insurance in the amount of $1,200,000,000
under title VI, and this further author-
ization is to continue that kind of
service.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Does the gentleman
suppose if I gave him the name of a gen-
tleman in the department down town he
could call him up and ask him to do a
little something so that we can get the
housing facilities for these workers?

Mr. STEAGALL. The National Hous-
ing Administrator is not leaving any of
this work undone where it can be justi-
fied by showing the element of perma-
nency, which takes it out of the cate-
gory of housing which must be done
temporarily by direct appropriation out
of the Treasury.

Mr, HOFFMAN. I wonder if I could
enlist the aid of the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. SaeatH] on that proposi-
tion? It is right across the lake from
Chicago and we need those trailers to
house the workers.

Mr. SABATH. This act will encourage
private construction. We have many
contractors and real estate operators
who are willing to build. They are
simply waiting to have these loans guar-
anteed as it is proposed in this bill. The
moment that is done it will enable the
contractors to go forward and build the
necessary buildings that are needed.

Mr. HOFFMAN. If you will bear with
me, that building takes time. Those
trailers are available in Cleveland and
we need them.

Mr. SABATH. You make your request
and they will do it. They have the
trailers.

The SPEAEER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Mar-
1In] has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
the remarks I made in Committee of the
Whole today and to include therein an
extract from a pamphlet that was pre-
sented to the Committee yesterday on
the subject under discussion today.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and
include therein a newspaper article.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SCHWABE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Appendix and include
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therein a report of a livestock meeting
at Kansas City.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ANGELL, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend the re-
marks I made in Committee of the
Whole today and to include certain short
correspondence.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. JEFFREY. Mr. Speaker, at the
conclusion of the legislative business to-
morrow and any other special orders, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 10 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on Monday next
after the disposition of business on the
Speaker's table and any other special
orders that may be entered I be permit-
ted to address the House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to extend my remarks
.in the Recorp and include an editorial
from the Journal of Commerce.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANDOLFH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks and include therein an address
which I delivered recently to the Ameri-
can Bar Association at Chicago.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Under previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Kan-
sas [Mr. ReEs] is recognized for 20 min-
utes.

THE CRUDE OIL SITUATION IS CRITICAL

Mr. REES of Eansas. Mr. Speaker,
the situation with respect to supplies of
crude oil and gasoline in this country is,
in my opinion, reaching a most serious
stage. So far as I am able to ascertain,
nothing constructive is being done re-
garding it. TUnless steps are taken to
correct the problem, in my judgment, it
will become critical very soon.

The President of the United States, in
his message to Congress last Friday, said,
and I quote:

Since the outbreak of war in Europe we
have increased our output of petroleum by
66 percent.

I have tried to secure the authority
for these figures. Up to the present time
I have been unable to find the source of
information to confirm them. Immedi-
ately after the speech was delivered I

asked the White House for this informa-

tion. Up to date I have not received a
reply.

If we take September 1, 1939, as being
the date of “the outbreak of the war,”
the daily average production of crude oil
in the United States during this month,
according to the United States Bureau
of Mines, was 3,608,000 barrels. For
June 1943 the average was 3,977,000 bar-
rels. The increase, comparing these 2
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months, was about 10 percent. The most
liberal figure I have been able to secure
from any source is an increase of 16 per-
cent. The small increase is caused by
unusual and extra pressure on the pro-
ducing wells, Even though there is a
small increase in the production of crude
oil over this period, this does not com-
pare with the extra and tremendous de-
mand of gasoline for our armed forces
amounting, according to Mr. Ickes, to
approximately 600,000 barrels per day,
and this demand is increasing every day.
Mr, Ickes also calls attention to the fact
that by next year military requirements
alone will be more than 37.5 percent of
our present output east of the Rocky
Mountains. The necessary demand for
gasoline is several times what it was at
the beginning of the war.

Since we entered the war in December
1941 our petroleum-production capacity
has constantly been on the decline,
statements to the contrary notwith-
standing. We are discovering much less
cil than we are using even under present
restrictions, so our above-ground re-
serves are diminishing rapidly, and since

Pearl Harbor our new production has

fallen off sharply. The small recent im-
provement in total production showing
an increase of about 6 to 10 percent will
be reduced by the end of the year because
it is made possible by drawing on re-
serves made available by our pre-war
activities and will be temporary at the
very best,

The Petroleum Administrator for War,
Mr. Ickes, has issued a number of warn-
ings on the critical condition of pe-
troleum supplies and calls attention to
the fact that production effort is going
down and above-ground stocks of petro-
leum have been reduced by 13 percent
since Pearl Harbor. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to call attention to some sta-
tistics from the Bureau of Mines. Since
1937, and even since 1941, new produc-
tion on account of new well completions
in the United States has dropped ap-
proximately 50 percent of what it was in
1937, and about 25 percent of the 1941
production.

Mr. Sumner Pike, Chief of Office of
Price Administration, Petroleum Divi-
sion, told a Senate committee investigat=-
ing foreign gasoline shortage, that indi-
cations according to recent figures were
that there was little decline in the num-
ber of new discovery wells during the last
4 years. He did not continue his state-
ment by explaining to the committee the
amount of new production from these
wells. I believe it is fair that I should
call attention to some further figures

- from the Bureau of Mines showing the

number of total initial production bar-
rels from these wells during the years
mentioned in his statement. I quote
from the Division of Reserves, Office Pe-
troleum Administration for War:

1937 10, 185, 780
B e o ooy Fi s sy o e ot 8, 795, 660
A e e e e e 6, 644, 300
1940~ 7,076, 250
{1t s - A 7,284, 100
I e e i Al e 2, 781, 540
1943 (6 MONthS) ccccamcmmcnccens 776, 700
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Replacement costs for drilling per well
in 1943 is three times the cost in 1941.

Labor costs in June 1943 in the oil-
production branch of the petroleum in-
dustry compared with all industries is
T4 percent higher than in 1937. The
average daily production of crude in the
United States for the first 6 months in
1942 was 3,919,000 barrels per day. The
average production from new wells com-
puted during that period was 126,683
barrels. Producing crude petroleum at
an average rate of 4,000,000 barrels and
replacing it with wells having an average
production capacity of about 127,000
barrels would indicate a definite short-
age. This shortage is not a lack of oil
reserve in the ground but a lack of oil
wells from which to recover sufficient
production to supply our military, in-
dustrial and necessary civilian require-
ments.

Mr. William B. Heroy, Director of Re-
serves, Petroleum Administration for
War, in an address before the Interstate
0Oil Company Commission in April 1943
stated:

Commencing with 1938 there was * * @
a decisive change in the results of new de-
velopment. In each year since 1937 the total
of the initial daily production has greatly
decreased * * *. When it is considered
that it is the relatively young wells which
yield the flush production and that we are de-
pendent on such wells for 85 percent of our
production, the decline in initial production
becomes cause for serious concern.

To meet the needs of consumers of
petroleum production there has been a
steady decline in the stocks on hand
since the latter part of 1941, This of
course means more rationing of gasoline
and many more cold homes this winter
than last winter. There will also be a
definite shortage in the supply of gaso-
line. I am informed the Office of Price
Administration has suggested these dif-
ficulties might be solved by importing
crude oil and petroleum products. One
of the large companies who might import
oil made the following statement:

It is naively suggested that all our troubles
will vanish if we simply “import more oil
from South American countries”. This sug-
gestlon ignores one sinister fact; the sub-
marine. We are a nation at war. Our very
life depends on oil; oil here on the home
front as well as on the battle front. We all
know that the flow of imported oil can be
paralyzed over night; it has been paralyzed
for months on end within the last year. Our
company owns extensive oil-producing prop-
erties in South America and for many years
we have brought into this country substan-
tial imports of oil from South America. We
believe this policy on our part serves the best
interests of our own country as well as of our
neighbors in South America. But we would
never advocate that our country, in time of
war, should depend on imports over enemy-
infested waters for oil, a veritable “sinew of
war.”

While the oil producers of the United
States are frozen to pre-war prices by
the O. P. A. and by restrictions of the
Petroleum Administration for War and
material limitations by the War Pro-
duction Board as well as the depleting
regulations by the Treasury Department,
the growing shortage of production of
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crude petroleum continues to become
more serious every day.

According to the Bureau of Mines,
there were 22,143 oil wells completed in
1937 with a capacity of 10,185,000 bar-
rels, In the first 6 months of 1943, 4,315
o0il wells were completed with a total
capacity of 776,700 barrels. On an an-
nual basis it would be 1,551,000 barrels,
which is 156 percent of the productive
capacity of the wells drilled in 1937. The
average.daily production of crude petro-
leum for the first 6 months of 1943 was
3,919,017 barrels. Initial productive ca-
pacity of oil-well completions in the
same period was less than 40 percent of
production so our drilling operations are
not sufficient to maintain current rate
of production and no reserve is being
maintained to offset the sharp decline
in older wells that will soon drop from
the flush stage and become stripper wells
and be subjected to secondary recovery
methods. In 1937 the average cost per
barrel for each new oil well was $56.92,
In 1941 it was $72.48. In 1943 the re-
placement cost is $207.69, which is 3
times as much as that of 1941, Mr,
Speaker, the present price of oil, $1.17
per barrel, is just about the same as it
* was in 1937. It has not increased with
other commodities. It is approximately
60-percent parity. If the price of crude
oil were increased 50 cents per barrel it
would still be below parity, but it would
be sufficient to induce and encourage
independent producers to proceed to drill
new wells and discover additional oil
supplies., This increase in price would
increase the price of gasoline not more
than 1 cent per gallon. It is my con-
sidered judgment that if the Office of
Price Administration would permit an
increase of 50 cents per barrel and if the
War Production Board would give a little
encouragement by relaXing some of its
regulations on necessary equipment and
machinery there would be a definite in-
crease in the production of cil in this
country.

Mr. Speaker, I am not here to plead for
the oil producer. He can take care of
himself, but T am here to tell this House
that in view of the tremendous increased
demand for gasoline for the prosecution
of the war that something must be done
immediately to increase our oil reserves.
‘We are told that it takes 600,000 barrels
of gasoline evary day to supply our armed
forces. Under present conditions, re-
gardless of our domestic restrictions, we
are bound to be short of gasoline unless
something is done in the immediate fu-
ture to alleviate the situation. If there
is anyone in the administration who can
really justify the manner in which this
situation is being handled, I wish he
would do it.

Two alternatives seem to be offered by
our Government advisors: One is to im-
port gasoline from foreign countries and
take the chances of sinkings by subma-
rines, That is not practical, reasonable,
or fair. Another suggestion is that we
reach into the Federal Treasury and pay
subsidies to encourage the drilling of new
wells. This is not practical or right.
The fair, reasonable, and common sense
way to handle the problem is to increase

.group of our citizens.
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the price of crude oil 50 cents per barrel
which should be enough to encourage
our independent producers to proceed
immediately to drill additional wells so
we may have a sufficient supply of oil to
take care of demands of our armed forces
as well as the necessary requirements for
our domestic uses. With the increase I
have mentioned, the price of crude oil
will then be only about one-half of what
it was at the close of the First World
War. The point is that just as we need
other critical war materials, we must
have a supply of oil, and we must have
it before it is too late. Let me quote
from an address delivered by the Hon-
orable Harold L. Ickes over the National
Broadcasting Co. network on September
1. I quote Secretary Ickes:

In the face of this huge war demand, crude
oll productive capacity is falling off seriously
throughout the important midwestern oil-
producing States, and is susceptible of a sub-
stantial increase only in west Texas. On the
basis of known military requirements—Ilet
alone whatever unexpectecl demands may de-
velop—we will not be able, by next year, to
produce enough oil in the United States to
meet the needs of the military, of war in-
dustry, of agr!cultuxe. and for essential
civilian purposes unless we cut down on con-
sumption now. That is not my opinion. It
is a fact, recognized by the practical oil men
who have formally endorsed the gasoline cur-
tailment in the Middle West and Southwest.

Mr. Speaker, as I have said, this is not
a matter of protecting the independent
oil producers. They can take care of
themselves by curtailment of drilling op-
erations. They do not want to do that.
They are just as patriotic as any other
All they need is a
sufficient increase to partly offset the in-
creased cost of drilling wells and making
new discoveries.

Mr. Speaker, oil is one of the vital ele-
ments by which the war may be won.
Qil is scarce and growing scarcer because
the tremendous demand is depleting our
reserves. Billions of barrels remain to
be found right here in the United States.
If we continue as we are now going, we
will soon be on the verge of an oil crisis.

Mr, STEFAN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas., I yield to the
gentleman from Nebraska.

Mr., STEFAN. In the gentleman’s
opinion, do you think there is plenty of
gasoline in the Midwest to take care of
the needs of the Midwest?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I will simply
give my own opinion regarding that
question. We could perhaps provide
more gasoline than we are at the present
time. We could produce more presently,
but we cannot do it very long unless we
discover new crude oil, The only practi-
cal way by which that can be done, in my
opinion, is by increasing the price of
crude oil in order to discover new wells
and bring in new and additional produc-
tion.

Going back to the gentleman’s ques-
tion. We could so much nearer take
care of the demands of our own area if
we further curtailed our supplies of gas-
oline going to the eastern seaboard.

Mr. STEFAN. The reason I asked the
gentleman to yield is because we have
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had several mass meetings in my dis=-
trict among traveling men who have
been reduced in their mileage to 480
miles per month., The average travel is
1,000 miles a month. This shortage of
gasoline is also affecting our sales ar-
rangements where farmers have live-
stock to sell. The O, P. A, tells me that
Mr, Ickes says we do not have the gaso-
line in the Midwest and for that reason
he has asked O, P. A. to put quotas on
those traveling men, who will be put out
of business, because 480 miles a month
is not sufficient for them to cover their
territory.

Mr. REES of Kansas. 1 appreciate
the observation of the distinguished gen-
tleman from Nebraeska. He is always
diligent and industrious in looking after
the affairs of his people. We have a sim-
ilar situation in my section of the coun-
try. It is my opinion that a much better
job could be done than is being done in
providing gasoline for our local people
and the salesmen who need gas to carry
on necessary business. But what con-
cerns me today is the fact that our sup-
plies of crude oil are getting lower and
lower, and so very little, practically
nothing, is being done about it.

And the demand for the armed forces
is growing day by day. Mr. Ickes says
that at the beginning of next year 3715
percent of the crude output east of the
Rocky Mountains will be required for the
armed forces. They are now using more
than 30 percent.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts.

Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. The
gentleman knows that the situation he
speaks of in his area, district 2, has
been very much worse in district 1 for
months and months and' when Mr.
Ickes stated he would cut the value of
the amount of gasoline issued to dis-
triet 2, he did, and the O. P. A. issued
more coupons so as a result we got no
additional gasoline in district 1. We
had a great deal of suffering last winter
and had a great deal of illness as the
result of the shortage of oil. District 1
has had gas rationing for a long time.

1 am wondering if the gentleman has
any suggestions as to how we can secure
a raise in the price of oil so we can get
an increase in the output? I am so
tired of excuses and exXcuses and eXcuses
by those in charge of the problem. And
we now have the coal situation on the
east coast, which is a duplicate of the oil
situation.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Yes.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. We
were told last year to advise the people
to convert to coal, Thank heavens I did
not tell the people to convert to coal.

Mr, REES of Eansas. The only reply
I can make to the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts is this; That unless the
Office of Price Administration approves
an increase in the price of crude oil the
only other alternative I see is to do it by
legislation—it is my candid opinion that
we are not going to get more crude any
other way. I do not think the subsidy

Mr.




1174

method is practical, and will not do the
job.

The only effective practical method of
handling it is to increase the price of
crude oil, in my judgment, about 50 cents
per barrel., That will result in increas-
ing the price of gasoline less than 1 cent
per gallon, but in my judement it will
stimulate the drilling of discovery wells
and the development of new fields.
Even then the price of crude oil would
not be out of the way.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
Does not the gentleman feel that the
American people would be perfectly will-
ing to have that done in order to secure
oil and gasoline?

Mr. REES of Kansas. Yes, I feel they
would be more than willing if they un-
derstood the situation.

Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I shall be glad
to yield to the gentleman from Texas. ~

Mr., THOMASON. I want to concur
in what the gentleman from Kansas
says about the necessity for raising the
price of crude oil if we are going to meet
the situation that is now becoming
serious and emergent.

Like the gentleman from Kansas I
represent an oil-producing section. I
visited the ocil flelds of west Texas only
recently. As the gentleman knows, new
fields are nearly always brought in by
wildcatters, or what might be called in-
dependents.

Mr. REES of Kansas. That is correct;
nearly all of them are brought in by the
independent operators.

Mr, THOMASON. The price of crude
0il as now fixed was set at the price of
some 3 years ago, and that is entirely too
low.

Mr. REES of Kansas.
rect.

Mr. THOMASON. But, in the mean-
time, there has been a constant rise in
the price of labor, machinery, and tools
necessary in the drilling of these wells,
especially in the deep-test country such
as I represent.

As the gentleman so well pointed out,
the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Ickes,
after an exhaustive study, has found that
there is a shortage of oil and has recom-
mended a reasonable increase in the
price of crude and the matter seems to
be tied up now with the Oifice of Price
Administration. But in my judgment
there is no solution of the matter at
present except to grant a reasonable
increase in the price of crude and I hope
that some such step will be taken and
be taken immediately, not only to pro-
vide the necessary oil and gas that this
country and our armed forces and allies
must have, but also to encourage produc-
tion, particularly in the case of the inde-
pendents. The major companies have
not much to worry about because they
make their big money out of byproducts.
They can gamble, but independent op-
erators of limited means cannot do that.
Some relief must be provided to the in-
dependents and that very soon.

Mr. REES of Eansas. Iappreciate the
statement of the gentleman from Texas,
and as I indicate in my general state-

Yes, that is cor-
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ment, the price of crude oil now is only
60 percent of parity and if the price is
increased by 50 cents per barrel, it will
not be at parity.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? :

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I might say that
when Seccretary Ickes appeared before a
meeting at Chicago the burden of his
thesis was that there is a shortage of
crude oil.

I have been given a memorandum
from the chairman of the Texas Rail-
road Commission stating that they could
pick ap an additional 350,000 barrels in
Texas without impairment of legal re-
serves; and the memorandum also
stated that they could find an additional
50,000 barrels in Louisiana. That would
have made 400,000 barrels.

I do not vouch for the accuracy of
those figures except that I know the Szc-
retary of the Interior stated that there
doubtless was some crude oil that was
available, the use ¢f which would not
impair the crude reserves. 4

If that were the case it seems to me
it was scarcely necessary to decrease the
value of coupons in the Middle West
where such decrease has greatly reduced
the amount of permissible driving, and
does impair the carrying on of retail
business, and that is the reason the sales-
men have been complaining and em-
phasizing the matter so forcefully.

Mr. REES of Kansas. I thank the
gentleman from Illinois for his contribu-
tion. I just did not extend my discus-
sion to that last point. The situation
with respect to the use of gasoline in the
Middle West and in the West and South-
west is so much different from what it is
in the New England States and along
the Atlantic seaboard.

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is right.

Mr. REES of Kansas, Because, as the
gentleman has well pointed out, for in-
stance, distances are greater for one
thing, transportation facilities are so
much different from what they are along
the eastern seaboard, and then we have
a great difference in occupation. We are
largely farmers out there, a great many
are ranchers, and salesmen have to travel
greater distances.

Mr. RAYBURIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I gladly yield
to our distinguished Speaker,

Mr, RAYBURN. The statement of
the gentleman from Illinois is true, but
even with 400,000 barrels that will not
take the place of the depletion that is
going on in the oil that is in storage
today, nor will it take care of the situa-
tion as we go along. There is a tre-
mendous sag in the amount of oil that is
above the ground now; inroads are being
made on that every day, and even theugh
this 400,000 extra barrels of oil a day are
produced it is going to put a strain on
these wells that a great many of the
producers do not want to put on their
wells. As the gentleman from Kansas
well knows, coming from the oil sec-
tion—and the gentleman from Okla-
homa, my colleague from Texas, and

SEPTEMBER 22

others—there is a certain amount of oil
that can be taken out of a well per day to
preserve the longest life of the well. If
the well is strained the oil left in the
ground is likely to be lost because salt
water will come in and then your well is
gone, ;

Mr. REES of Kansas. That is correct.

Mr. RAYBURN. What we need is new
discoveries ‘to keep up the oil reserves
that we have above ground. The pros-

‘pect is that the oil we have in the ground

is not going to carry us many years. We
need to encourage discovery; we need
this injection of a 35-cent-per-barrel in-
crease in the price of oil in order to in-
crease drilling to find new fields and
deep fields. Let me cite an instance to
show what effect a small increase in the
price of oil will have on new drilling. In
one place in California in some way they
raised the price of crude oil 25 cents a
barrel, This within itself increased ex-
ploration by 50 percent.

We have got to find new fields if we

-are to have enough oil to serve us. Also,

we have got to go deeper in the filelds
we have discovered, and also we may
have to stop at some of the higher levels
that are above the level of profitable
production. I do not think we are going
to have enough oil in this country unless
we make new discoveries, With the
price of oil static as my colleague, the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. THoMASON],

‘said, or with the price at what it has

been for about 3 years— -

Mr. REES of Kansas.
19317.

Mr. RAYBURN. And the costs of tak-
ing oil out of the ground having gone up
from 30 to 40 percent, the little man is
just going to disappear from the field;
that is all there is to that.

Mr. DIRKSEN. May I make an ob-
servation?

Mr. RAYBURN. Yes.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, REES of Kansas. I yield.

Mr, DIRKSEN. That question was
explored in the Chicago meeting with the
Secretary, may I say to the Speaker. I
raised the question as to what it would
cost the country if this 35 cents a barrel
was allowed. The best estimate at that
time was that it would cost about $600,-
€00,000.

I raised this further question: I in-
quired whether we could differentiate as
between established companies that were
operating on a profitable basis and com-
panies that were wildecatting so that we
could get the benefit of the wildcatting
and exploration at the same time. There
was no practical answer for it at the
time. Some thought it might very seri-
ously interrupt the free flow of industry,
and we came to no conclusion.

Mr. RAYBURN. That is exactly cor-
rect.

A subsidy has been proposed. I am
not one of these fellows who run from
subsidies. I think there has been a lot
of nonsense uttered about subsidies with
reference to farm products; but if you
put on a subsidy then many who never
drilled a well in their lives will go out
and drill for the subsidy.

In fact, since
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Mr. REES of Kansas. Many of them
who know nothing about the business.

Mr. RAYBURN. That would be one
difficulty with the subsidy.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Iam not sure you can
by means of a subsidy.

Mr. RAYBURN. I will say to the gen-
tleman from Illincis that we face many
praciical problems with tne little fel-
low, the so-called independents, and the
jarger and major companies. I just do
not know where we are going to get the
relief. I cannot fizure it out.

I seriously fear that unless some kind
of an incentive in the way of an increased
price is granted, we are going to find our-
selves in this country in 5 years even, not
clone 10 or 15 years, very short of the

-supply of oil that we need.

Mr, DIRKSEN. Let me direct this ob-
servation to the gentleman from Kansas,
Perhaps the Speaker may have an ob-

-servation also. It seems rather singular

this recommendation has been made by

.the Petroleum Administrator to the

O. P. A. on two different occasions and
evidently there has been no conclusive
action. -

Mr. RAYBURN. There has been con-

.ciusive action by the O. P. A. because it

has disproved the recommendation. It
is in another division. "

Mr. DIRESEN. Yes, there was action;
but I have never ascertained the reason
for the cleavage between the two re-
sponsible Government agencies dealing
with the same commodity, which is a
very interesting thing.

Mr. REES of Kansas. I want to re-
ply to the gentleman from Illinois in this
way: Mr. Ickes, I believe, is in favor of

.an increase in the price of crude oil. I

think he has so expressed that view.

Mr. RAYBURN. He has made the
recommendation, He has recommended
35 cents a barrel.

Mr, REES of Kansas. That has gone
to the Office of Price Administration for
consideration.

Mr., RAYBURN. It has and is out of
there.

Mr, DIRKSEN. And the representa-
tion was made the second time, as I un-
derstand it.

Mr. RAYBURN. That has been dis-
proved.

Mr, DIRKSEN. That is rather singu-
lar.

Mr. RAYBURN. It is in another ju-
risdiction right now.

Mr. REES of Kansas. And that ju-
risdiction has done nothing about it.

Mr. RAYBURN. There has been no
decision made there.

Mr. REES of Kansas, I agree with
the distinzuished Speaker. I am in ac-
cord with his views and I appreciate his
constructive and forthright statement.

Somehow, somewhere, somebody in
high places in the Government ought to
either remedy this situation or give a
reason why it is not being done. If a
member of the Cabinet, who is also in
charge of this particular matter, is in
favor of it and has so stated and recom-
mends it, then there ought to be some
reason given him why it is not being
done.

Mr. DIRKSEN, It is a case where two
responsible agencies take the same set of
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facts and wind up with an entirely di-
verse conclusion.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Ihave called at-
tention to the fact Mr, Pike, in his testi-
mony yesterday before the Senate com-
mittee, mentioned the number of wells
that have been drilled during the last
5 or 6 years, but did not give the amount
of erude oil produced during that period.
He did not go on and discuss the prob-
lem of the need for increased supplies
of oil by reason of the tremendous in-
creased demand,

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the
gentleman from Nebraska.

Mr. STEFAN. The gentleman from
Kansas, our distinguished Speaker and
the gentleman from Texas spoke from
the viewpoint of the producer and they
have given us a very good picture of the
lack of supplies of gasoline. The gentle-
woman from Massachusetts, the gentle-
man from Illinois and myself speak from
the viewpoint of the consumers, repre-
senting people who are holding mass
meetings wondering what they are going
to do to produce food, to cover their
territory and transact a normal business
in wartime a business that has a con-
nection with the war effort. They are
liable to be wiped out. A solution has
been suggested by the distinguished
Speaker. Something certainly ought to
be done about it because the consumer is
not so much interested in price as getting
this bottleneck broken. I think the
gentleman from Kansas has certainly
brought up a very important subject be-
fore the House today, a subject in which
millions of people are interested and
which must be solved if it can be solved.

Mr. REES of Kansas. I appreciate the
gentleman’s statement. I am speaking
on the question of our being short of
crude oil and telling you that the situa-
tion is eritical. It is not only the pro-
ducer, everybody is interested in this
problem. We must have increased pro-
duction of crude oil to carry on this war
and take care of absolute domestic needs.
When you realize, as Secretary Ickes has
said in a recent statement, it requires
600,000 barrels of high octane gasoline
every day for the armed forces, add this
to the additional necessary use of gaso-
line, you can begin to imagine that the
demand is terrific.

Mr. THOMASON. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, REES of Kansas.
gentleman from Texas,

Mr. THOMASON. The gentleman
from Kansas has called to the asttent.ion
of the House one of the most important
problems we have before the country,
and it demands immediate solution, as
I see it. Secretary Ickes has pointed
out and has shown by substantial evi-
dence thet there is a threatened short-
age. Referring again to the independ-
ent producers, I happen to know that
out in my district they are anxious to
drill some wells in proven territory. The
Permian Basin in west Texas is ready
to be developed but you cannot expect
the independenl operators to drill at
tremendous expense and then s=ll their
oil at a loss.

I yield to the

5

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 4
additional minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isthere
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Kansas [Mr, REeEs]?

There was no objection.

Mr. THOMASON. Inmy district they
want to drill deep wells or deepen ex-
isting ones. They go to a deeper strata,
they go down now eight or ten thousand
feet and it costs $250,000 or $300,000 to
drill a well, That is a very expensive
and speculative operation and those who
take the gamble cannot and will not
undertake it on a fixed price of 90 cents
per barrel.

Mr. REES of Kansas. That is cor-
rect and extremely important.

Mr. THOMASON. He would certain-
ly operate at a loss if he does not get a
higher price for his crude. Since the
Secretary of the Iaterior has recom-
mended an increase in price of 35 cents
and the O. P. A. has refused to adopt
his recommendation, it seems to mé that
there is nothing left for the Congress
but to take action, which I think it
should do.

Mr. REES of Kansas. May I add to
what the gentleman from Texas has said
with reference to the question of the cost
of drilling wells. I have these figures
from the Bureau of Mines, which should
be authoritative, that in 1937 the average
cost per barrel for drilling new oil wells
in this country was $56.92; in 1941,
$72.48; and in 1943, $207.69. The price
of crude oil has been practically the same
all the way along.

Mr. THOMASON. That price was
frozen as of 3 years ago, whereas there
has been a tremendous increase, as I
pointed out a little while ago, in the price
of labor and all the tools and machinery
necessary to drill a well, especially one
of these deep-test wells, which is very
expensive. The independent operator
just cannot do that at the present price
and produce the oil that the couniry and
our armed forces must have. It is an
emergency situation that must have
prompt and favorable action of some
kind.

Mr. REES of Kansas. That is correct.

Mr, BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas.
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. BISHOP. There are several sets
of machinery in my part of the country
which are lying idle awaiting a rise in the
price of crude oil, I am sure they would
start acting at once with such an in-
crease.

Mr, REES of Kancac, I appreciate the
gentleman’s statement.

Mr. DIRKSEN, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas.
gentleman from Iilinois,

Mr. DIRESEN, May I say fo my
friend from Texas that it was rather in-
teresting to me that the Secretary in
making his proposal in Chicago predi-
cated the whole thing upon the fact
that there was a depletion of oil reserves
and a depletion of visible crude above

I yield to the

I yield to the
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the ground, so he felt that something had
to be done about it on that basis. That
was on the 4th of August. It was so
amazing to hear a letter read in that
meeting by the gentleman from Indiana,
Representative HaLLeck, dated July 31,
only a few days before, signed by the
head of the Fuel Rationing Board of
O. P. A, to the effect that rationing had
to go on and this program had to be
readjusted from time to time for the sake
of rubber conservation. So they were
proceeding on two entirely separate
lines of thought. To me, that is one of
the most amazing things. In response
to that divergence of opinion Mr. Ickes
said, “Well, I neither affirm nor deny.”
That is the only answer you could get.
It seems to me agencies of Government
ought to get together.

Mr. THOMASON. I still think that
does not go to the heart of the problem,
which is the production of more crude
oil, and that cannot be done unless those
who produce the oil receive a reasonable
price that will permit the independents
to go ahead with their exploration, and
maké a fair margin of profit.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Again, as the
Bpeaker has so well pointed out, the only
way we can increase the amount of crude
oil to amount to very much is by the
drilling of new wells and bringing in new
production, because the wells now pro-
ducing will stand only & certain amount
of pressure. Too much pressure for too
long a time will cause water to mix with
the oil and may even cause oil producing
wells to go entirely to water. They even
spoil some of our goocd wells by pressing
them too hard.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, REES of Kansas, I yield to the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
Does the gentleman feel that it is a case
of not being willing to pay the larger oil
companies a higher rate for drilling,
companies which perhaps would not drill
anyway, than they would be willing to
pay the so-called wildcatters? Does that
factor enter into the question?

Mr. REES of Kansas. If the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts were fa-
miliar with the problem she would find
that most new production is brought in
by independent companies, so-called
wildeatters.

Mrs. ROGERS-of Massachusetts, Iam
familiar with it. I have made a great
study of the subject for months.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Not so much of
it is brought in by the big companies.
For that reason, in all probability the
larger companies are not so much con-
cerned from that viewpoint.

Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. No;
but I suppose they would expect the same
increase in price?

Mr. REES of Kansas. Certainly.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, How
long would it take to get enough oil from
the drilling of new wells?

Mr. REES of Kansas. This would be
pretty difficult to determine. Does the
gentlewoman want to know how long it
takes to drill an oil well? Is that the
point?
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Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. No.
I know you do not always find oil when

you drill.
Mr. REES of Kansas. That is correct.
Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts.

However, I suppose the gentleman has an
approximate idea.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Very likely it
would have to cover a period of several
months. The length of time required
for drilling oil wells differs in different
localities. They are required to drill
deeper in some areas, than in others.
Some flelds are more accessible than
others. Many factors enter into the sit-
uation. I believe if the price of crude
were increased 50 cents per barrel, and
the W. P. B. would cooperate in allowing
materials absolutely needed—and that
would not be very great—there would be
8 marked improvement in a few months.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
believe we could get oil from Tampico,
Mexico, and from Aruba at the present
time.

Mr. REES of Kansas. I am not fa-
miliar with that situation. I had not
heard it suggested. Tampico is a long
way off, and way over in old Mexico.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. We
could get it immediately.

Mr. REES of Kansas. I am not sure
that could be done. Offhand, the plan
would seem to be pretty full of complica-
tions. In any event, it hardly seems
practical for us to import oil from Mex-
ico, when we can have it in our own coun-
try if we will drill for it and produce it.

The SPEAEER pro tempore (Mr,
Ramspeck). The time of the gentleman
from Kansas has expired. ;

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr, SHAFER] may have
leave to extend his remarks in the Rec-
orD and include a newspaper article.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, DIRKSEN. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and include an ex-
cerpt from the O, P, A. Act, and certain
newspaper articles, also a copy of an
amendment I have introduced to restore
Jjurisdiction of the Federal courts in re-
view of O. P. A. regulations and restric-
tions.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

(Mr. BeEnpEr asked and was given
permission fo revise and extend his re-
marks in the REcorp.)

The SPEAKER. Under previous order
of the ‘House, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ramey] for
15 minutes,

THE ISLANDS IN LAEKE ERIE AND THEIR
INHABITANTS

Mr. RAMEY. Mr. Speaker, in this
Chamber we listen to many speeches—to
some with enthusiasm and interest and
to others, be it admitted, rather reluc-
tantly; often we are amused, frequently
informed, and sometimes bored. We
have heard it said that the press and
radio do not do an entirely thorough jobh
of reporting the proceedings of Congress.
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That may be because each day there is
too much to cover and also because many
of the solemn and weighty problems with
which the Congress must deal are
tedious, colorless, and technical, but
nevertheless matters of great pith and
moment are ably and intelligently dis-
cussed here. Frequently speeches are
made in both Houses of Congress that
reveal carefully gathered facts and im-
portant data, representing long, laborious
hours of study and work, for which rea-
son in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD wWe have
a vast and valuable mine of information
compiled from the speeches delivered
here and the pertinent material inserted
in the Appendix of the Recorp, which is
the work of earnest men and women
seeking to illuminate and solve the prob-
lems with which we as a nation are con-
fronted in this period of peril at home
and abroad.

Recently we all have been at home—
we have had opportunity to come into
personal contact again with those who
sent us here to represent them; all of
us have received some bouquets and most
of us some brickbats, too. We have
heard Washington bureaucrats con-
demned and we have listened to justi-
fiable denouncements of unnecessary and
conflicting bureaucratic restrictions and
regimentation, but we have returned to
our labors here fresh from our contacts
with those we are here to serve., All of
us realize that we are the duly elected
representatives of the people; that we
are directly responsible to them; and
that they look to us, and not to the ap-
pointed bureaucrats, to safeguard their
inherent rights and interests.

But today I have no ponderous theme,
no involved or intricate matter to dis-
cuss; rather, I want to relate the trying
situation of several hundred people who
are residents of the district I have the
honor to represent. These people are
hardy Americans, loyal to their country
and its traditions, giving freely the serv-
ices and lives of their sons as well as of
their fortunes to the war effort.

Most of you know the Lake Erie
Islands. They are located northeast of
Toledo and directly north of Port Clinton
and Sandusky, picturesquely dotting a
great inland sea and richly endowed by
a generous Creator.

On one of these islands at Put in Bay
is the majestic memorial to Oliver H.
Perry, who 130 years ago broke the power
of the British Fleet and won for this
then young Nation of ours one of its
great victories. We are all familiar with
this vibrant and glorious message: “We
have met the enemy and they are ours.”
That message came to General Harri-
son, later President Harrison, and it
eventually re-echoed throughout all parts
of the young Republic, and in the 130
years since it has gone resounding down
the halls of time, a symbolic hattle cry,
part of the warp and woof of our patriot-
ism and a proud chapter in the saga of
our country, strengthening the heart,
hand, and will of the generations that
have come and gone since that historic
September day. Indeed, the memory of
Perry’'s immortal victory on Lake Erie is
enshrined and kept aglow in the pres=-
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ence of a great painting that graces the
walls of this very Capitol Building.

On a map I like to look at can be seen
just tiny flecks of deep blue which rep-
resent these islands that mean so much
to many people, including myself. They
mean the world and all the good that is
in it—hope, surcease from weariness,
care and sorrow, friendships, bright and
sunny mornings, delightfully cool after-
noons, and starlit nights. These islands
were the fishing retreats of Presidents
Cleveland, Taft, Hayes, and Garfield,
and they were the home ports of many
of the bold and colorful lake captains of
sailing days, including Captains Peter-
son, Dodge, Schiele, Magle, and Jay
Fox Tulin.

While countless thousands of people
have visited these islands of Lake Erie,
for generations they have been the home
of fishermen and workers in the vine-
yard who permanently occupy them.
These two callings, if you please, were
the vocations from which the Saviour
took his first recruits. There is some-
thing unusually substantial and enduring
about a fisherman and a vineyard—Ilast-
ing civilizations have been built by and
on them, and so has faith and love and
charity and abiding peace.

It was on one of these islands—Middle
Bass Isle—that I began my career as a
country school teacher and it was during
those happy years that I was afforded
opportunity to learn the real merit and
worth of the psople who cccupy them—
their sincerity, resourcefulness, inde-
pendence, faith and patriotism that
never waver; those who give the most
and demand the least in return are the
mainstay and backbone of our Nation,
and by this measuring rod these whole-
some island folk can be identified as
among our most valuable and substantial
citizens. While these islands have al-
ways served as a delightful recreational
center for their numerous visitors, the
staunch and self-sacrificing qualities of
the people who permanently inhabit
them can be explained by the conditions
they enccunter in their daily lives; de-
prived as they are of the comforts, di-
version, and opportunities afforded those
who live in more populous communities,
isolated from the mainland, icebound
during the winter months, these are the
conditions that have made them a
strong, hardy, and self-reliant people,
who never complain except under the
duress of justifiable cause.

The recent recess period afforded me
the opportunity to visit my friends and
former neighbors on these islands, and I
can tell you that many of these sturdy,
upstanding people are vigorously and bit-
terly complaining and, I can assure you,
for good and sufficient reasons. These
people have always stood on their own
feet and made their own way—never have
they looked to the Federal Government
at Washington to solve their problems;
never has a demand come from them for
Federal aid—"“give us,” “we want,” “how
much do we get out of this or that Fed-
eral appropriation,” has not become a
part of their vocabulary or their thinking
processes, but the long arm of Washing-
ton bureaucracy, with its interferences

and restrictions, has come to them and is
definitely hindering them from coping
with and solving their problems. They
have no complaint that practically every
one of their sons eligible for military
service has gone into active service—that
situation they would not.change if they
could—but now that the fathers and
mothers of these boys are left alone to
shoulder the full responsibilities of their
little farms and small fisheries, willing
though they be to work from sunup to
sundown, they do resent the ever-in-
creasing handicaps and restrictions im-
posed on them from Washington. Be-
cause of the acute shortage of manpower,
these people are hard pressed for addi-
tional farm machinery and for repair
parts for their fishing equipment which
now, when they need those supplies most,
they are unable to get. Washington bu-
reaucracy, hewing to the line and letter
of restrictive regulations and directives,
permits no leeway by which these island
folk could continue to make their own
way'and at least partially solve the
problems that war has created for them;
instead they have reached a stalemate
and economically are rapidly approach-
ing a paralyzed condition.

Nor do they find any solace in the
fact that just a few miles north of them
there are other islands in Canadian
waters whose inhabitants have compara-
tively greater cooperation and privileges:
on these neighboring Canadian islands
there is no drastic shortage of man-
power; American-made farm machinery
is available for purchase; repair parts
for boats are obtainable; nor are the
boats running in and out of the ports of
these Canadian islands hampered by un-
necessary restrictions and inspections.
Comparing their own plight with the
advantages of their Canadian neighbors,
these heirs of Commodore Perry are rue-
fully contemplating the advantages of
getting whipped 130 years ago in a war
fought for the protection of American
freedom and individual economic enter-
prise. Indeed, in these times the re-
sounding proclamation of Perry—“We
have met the enemy and they are ours”—
is beginning to have a hollow and con-
fusing ring to these island people of ours.

That the master planners here in
Washington are hamstringing 130,000,000
Americans and working on them down-
right injustices is no longer any secret,
but when we see a group of earnest,
hard-working people, such as these is-
land folk of mine, made the victims of
artificial and unnecessary restrictions,
which are rapidly crowding them to the
wall economically, as their friend and
Representative, I feel that it is high time
to make a public protest in their behalf,

The people on these islands of ours in
Lake Erie represent the highest type of
Americanism—patriotic and self-sacri-
ficing, patient and enduring, self-sus-
taining and unafraid—it is their kind
who, unregulated, uninspected, and un-
regimented, have made our country great
by doing well the great and small tasks
which have been thrust upon them. I
plead, in God’s name, give them a rea-
sonable chance,
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THE OIL SITUATION

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for one-half a minute,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Mr,
Speaker, the fact that the Speaker of the
House is interested in this very vital oil
situation and has taken the floor to speak
about it gives me hope that we can secure
some legislation, which we have not been
able to do heretofore. The urgent need
for oil is generally admitted. The public
is not so much interested in how we
secure oil and gasoline as they are in get-
ting it. The people have been treated
badly in this matter—especially persons
living in district 1. Recommendations
have been made by Secretary Ickes for a
raise in the price of oil. 0O. P. A.
promptly turns it down. It then has
gone to a higher authority on appeal,
and it has been turned down there sev-
eral times. It has been referred to our
former distinguished colleague from
Kentucky, Judge Vinson, several times.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to Mr. Hormes of
Massachusetts (at the request of Mr.
MAarTIN of Massachusetts), on account of
illness.

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A bill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s table
and, under the rule, referred as follows:

8. 1318. An act authorizing the appoint-
ment of additional midshipmen at the
United States Naval Academy; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 5 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Thurs-
day, September 23, 1943, at 12 o’clock
noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

738. A letter from the Acting Secretary of
the Navy, transmitting the Navy Department
(including separate estimates for the United
States Coast Guard and United States Ma=
rine Corps) estimates of personnel require-
ments for the quarter ending December 31,
1943; to the Committee on the Civil Service.

739. A letter from the Comptroller of the
Currency, transmitting a copy of the com-
plete annual report of the Comptroller of
the Currency for 1942; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

740, A letter from the Attorney General,
transmitting a letter with regard to the
withdrawal from the list of recommended
suspension of deportation in the case of Ruby
Keyes or Ruby Amelia Moriarty Keyes, now
known as Ruby Amelia Norton, C. R. 1334; to
the Committee on Immigration and Natur-
alization.

REFPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
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for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr, CANNON of Missouri: Committee on
Appropriations. House Joint Resolution 159.
Joint resolution making additional appropri-
ations for the fiscal year 1944 for emergency
maternity and infant care for wives of en-
listed men in the Army forces; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 708). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. STEAGALL: Commlittee on Banking
and Currency. H, R. 2201, A bill to amend
the National Housing Act, as amended; with
amendment (Rept. No. 700). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
kills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr., DIRKSEN:

H.R.3307. A bill relating to court review
of certain orders and regulations of the Price
Administration; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

By Mr. DOUGHTON:

H. R.3308. A bill extending the time within
which applications under section 722 of the
Internal Revenue Code must be made; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

H.R.3309. A bill to suspend during the
present war the application of sections 8114
and 3115 of the Revised Statutes, as amended,;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HAGEN: )

H.R.3310. A bill to authorize a prelimi-
nary examination and survey of the following
streams, Warroad River, both branches, and
Bull Dog Run, in the State of Minnesota, for
flood control, for run-off and water-flow re-
tardation, and soil-erosion prevention; to the
Committee on Flood Control.

By Mr. HEBERT:

" H.R.3311 (by request). A bill to amend an
act entitled “An act to regulate the hours of
employment of children employed in the Dis-
trict of Columbia,” approved May 20, 1928;
to the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia.

By Mr. KEFAUVER:

H.R.3312. A bill to amend the Rallroad
Retirement Act of 1037 so as to provide for
an annuity for total and permanent disabil-
ity after 10 years' service; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign-Commerce.

By Mr. RANDOLFH:

H.R. 3313. A bill to amend section 10 of
the act of March 3, 1925, entitled “An act to
provide for the regulation of motor-vehicle
trafic in the District of Columbia, increase
the number of judges of the police court, and
for other purposes,” as amended; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

H.R.3314. A bill to provide for the dis-
position of funds collected by District of
Columbia examining, licensing, and other
boards and coramissions, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committe: on the District of
Ceclumbia.

H.R.3315. A bill relative to certain annu-
ities; to the Committee on the Civil Service,

By Mr. VINSON of Georgla:

H.R.3316. A bill amending the provisions
of law relating to the renegotiation of war
contracts; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. CELLER:

H.R.3317. A bill to repeal Public, No. 252,
an act to prevent pernicious political actlivi-
ties; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RANDOLPH:

H. J.Res. 160 (by request). Joint resolution
to permit members of the armed forces of
other United Nations to import alcoholic bev-
erages into the District of Columbia; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia,
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By Mr. BLAND:

H.J. Res. 161, Joint resolution to provide
cash awards to personnel of the Maritime
Commissior and the War Shipping Adminis-
tration for useful suggestions to improve ad-
ministration of their activities; to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries.

By Mr. WENE:

H. Res. 305. Resolution authorizing an in-
vestigation and study by the Committee on
Agriculture with respect to poultry shows and
expositions in the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

2476. By Mr. ANDREWS: Petition of sun-
dry residents of Erie County, N. Y., urging
favorable consideration of House bill 2082;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2471. Also, resolution adopted by the Mis-
sionary Society of the Church of God at
Niagara Falls, N. Y. having to do with the
manufacture, sale, and distribution of all
aleoholie liguors; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

2478. By Mr. BROWN of Ohio: Petition of
103 citizens of Greene County, Ohio, favoring
passage of House bill 2082, to reduce absen-
teeism, conserve manpower, and speed pro-
duction of materials necessary for the win-
ning of the war, by prohibiting the manu-
facture, sale, or transportation of alcoholic
ligquors in the United States for the duration
of the war and until the termination of mo-
bilization; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2479, Also, petition of 23 citizens of Clark
County, Ohio, favoring passage of House bill
2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve man-
power, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor-
tation of alcoholic liquors in the United
States for the duration of the war and until
the termination of demobilization; to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

2480. Also, petition of 53 citizens of Cham-
paign County, Ohio, to reduce absenteeism,
conserve manpower, and speed production of
materials necessary for the winning of the
war, by prohibiting the manufacture, sale,
or transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration of the war
and until the termination of demobilization
by the passage of House bill 2082; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

2481, Also, petition of 87 citizens of Fayette
County, Ohlo, favoring passage of House bill
2082, to reduce absenteelsm, conserve man-
power, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor-
tation of alcoholic liguors in the United
States for the duration of the war and until
the termination of mobilization; to the Com-
mittee on the Judieiary.

2482, Also, petition of 32 citizens of Clin-
ton County, Ohio, urging the passage of House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of mate-
rials necessary for the winning of the war,
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of aleoholic liguors in the
United States for the duration of the war
and until the termination of demobilization;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2483, Also, petition of 39 citizens of Wash-
ington Court House, Ohio, and vicinity, urg-
ing the early consideration and a favorable
vote on the Bryson bill (H. R. 2082), in order
to bring about a suspension of the alcoholic
beverage industry for the duration of the war,
to reduce absenteeism, increase production,
and eliminate sources of disorder and phys-
ical disability which are hampering our war
effort; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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2484, Also, petition of 19 citizens of South
Charleston, Ohio, for the passage of House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of mate-
rials necessary for the winning of the war,
by prohibiting the manufacture, eale, or
traneportation of alecoholie liquors in the
United States for the duration of the war; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

2485, Also, petition of 60 citizens of Madi-
gon County, Ohio, favoring passage of House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of mate-
rials necessary for the winning of the war,
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration of the war;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2486. By Mr. COCHRAN: Petition of Harry
P. Roy, of 8t. Louis, Mo., and 139 other St,
Louis citizens, protesting against the passage
of House bill 2082 which seeks to enact pro-
hibition for the period of the war; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

2487. Also, petition of Fred Hauser and 20
other St. Louis citizens, protesting against
the passage of House bill 2082 which seeks to
enact prohibition for the period of the war;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2488. Also, petition of A. J. Batz and 20
other St. Louis citizens, protesting against
the passage of House bill 2082 which seeks
to enact prohibition for the period of the
war; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2489, Also, petition of Arthur Binz and 20
other St. Louls citizens, protesting against
the pasasge of House bill 2082 which seeks to
enact prohibition for the period of the war;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2480. Also, petition of Al. Prenavo and 20
other St. Louis citizens, protesting against
the passage of House bill 2082 which seeks
to enact prohibition for the period of the
war; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

2401, Also, petition of Peter Schneider, of
St. Louls, Mo., and 21 other St. Louis citizens,
protesting against the passage of House hill
2082 which seeks to enact prohibition for the
pericd of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

2492, Also, petition of Harvey William
Christensen and 20 othér St. Louis citizens,
protesting against the passage of House bill
2082 which seeks to enact prohibition for the
period of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary,

2493, Also, petition of Harry H. Molkenbur,
of Bt. Louis, Mo., and 20 other 8t. Louis citi-
gzens, protesting against the passage of House
bill 2082 which seeks to enact prohibition for
the period of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

2494, Also, petition of Casper Kovarik, of
St. Louls, Mo., and 20 other 8t. Louis citizens,
protesting against the passage of House bill
2082 which seeks to enact prohibition for
the period of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

2495. Also, petition of the Baltmar Buffet,
St. Louis, Mo., signed by 20 St. Louis citizans,
protesting against the passage of House bill
2082 which seeks to enact prohibition for the
period of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary,

2496, By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Col.
H. E. Whitledge Chapter, No. 9, Disabled
American Veterans, of Outwood, Ky., on the
subject of veterans’ legislation; to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.

2497. By Mr. SCHIFFLER: Petition of the
members of American Legion Post, No. 2, of
Wheeling, W. Va., epposing House bill 2082;
to the Committee on the Judiclary.

2408. Also, petition of the members of the
American Legion Post, No. 48, of Benwood,
W. Va., opposing House bill 2082; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

2499. By Mr. WELCH: Resolution No. 3592,
passed by the board of supervisors of the
city and county of San Francisco, urging re-
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peal of Chinese Exclusion Act; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization,

2500. By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: Pe-
tition of members of Charleston (W. Va.)
Building Trades Council, affiliated with the
American Federation of Labor, favoring the
repeal of the Smith-Connally Act and re-
questing that the prices of food be rolled
back to May 1942 level; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

2501. By Mr. BUCELEY: Petition of John
McKinley and 103 others, protesting against
enactment of prohibition legislation during
the war emergency; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

2502. By Mr. LECOMPTE: Petition of sun-
dry citizens of Osceola, Iowa, in the interest
of House bill 2082, to prohibit the manufac-
ture, eale, or transportation of alcoholie
liquors in the United States for the duration
of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 1943

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

O brooding spirit of God, in the midst
of tragedies, beset by threatening perils,
give us strength to cast into the chalice
of comfort those compelling ingredients
of a conquering faith. O put it to the
quivering lips of weeping mothers with
the task of emancipating themselves
when the outlook is barren and joys
droop. Dear Lord, it is so easy to be
overtaken by desolating calamity
through a false step; do Thou help when
staggered by some strange trial and
when we fail to gage some situation.
We pray that the sufferings of others
may challenge us to greater diligence
and sacrifice as we tread our smooth,
though oftentimes uncertain, ways.

Grant that duty may be our watch-
word as these days tremble with respon-
sibilities; teach us the wise thing to do
and the right way to go that its per-
formance may command approval and
support throughout our country. O
Thou who dost clothe the lily and inspire
the songhird, encourage us to grow in
the beauty and strength of Christian
manhood and womanhood, thereby jus-
‘tifying our place in the service of our
democracy. For life and light, Heavenly
Father, and for all this great world with
its infinite source of truth and hope,
accept our grateful praise. In our Re-
deemer’s name. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER

Hon, CLAIR ENGLE presented himself
at the bar of the House and took the
oath of office.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that at the coneclu~
sion of the special orders today I may
be permitted to address the House for
20 minutes on Mr. Wendell L., Willkie,
the barefoot boy from Wall Street, who
is recommending himself as candidate
for President on the Republican ticket,
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.
There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan., Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by
printing a radio speech given by the
Honorable ARTHUR H. VANDENBERG. ’

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

HON. JAMES E. VAN ZANDT

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication:

SEPTEMBER 20, 1943.
Hon. SaM RAYBURN,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

DeAr Mer. Speaxenr: This is to inform you
that I have submitted my resignation as a
Member of Congress from the Twenty-third
Congressional District of Pennsylvania to
Gov. Edward W. Martin, effective 6 p. m.,
Beptember 24, 1943,

I wish to express my sincere appreciation
for the many courtesies you have extended
me.

Very sincerely,
JaMES E. VAN ZANDT.

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, I have
submitted my resignation as a Member
of Congress effective 6 p. m., tomor-
row, September 24, My resignation is
the result of my intense desire to serve
my country in the armed forces as a
member of the United States Navy.

I am grateful to you, Mr. Speaker, and
to my colleagues for the many courtesies
shown me during the past 5 years. I
shall think often of you and the multi-
tude of important issues you will be
called upon to decide. Believe me when
I tell you it has been a distinct honor to
serve in this distinguished body, the Con-
gress of the United States; yet I feel it
is an equal honor to be blessed with good
health and able to serve in the armed
forces.

Naturally it shall be my ambition,
when the war clouds have been dispersed,
to return to Congress, richer in experi-
ence and with a broader outlook.

Until we meet again, good luck and
godspeed to all of you.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection. :

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I am sure I express the wishes of
every Member of the House when I say
we regret very much the loss of our good
friend anc colleague the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Van Zanprl. While
he has always been a loyal Republican,
yvet Democrats and Republicans alike ap-
preciate his many admirable qualities
and the fine service he has rendered in
Congress for his district and his country.
He' has always zealously promoted that
which he believed was for the best wel-

-choice and wish him good luck.
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fare of his country. He has been out-
standing in his affection for the veterans
of the country and he has always been
their ready champion. A veteran of
the First World War himself, interested
as he has been in many patriotic organ-
izations, he knew their needs and vigor-
ously urged legislation which would con-
tribute to their welfare and that of their
dependents. Wein the Hcouse have cher-
ished his judgment in veteran legisla-
tion. I might say that in urging legis-
lation he has never waited for others to
take the lead. Much of the legislation
which he urged was enacted into law
and more of it will be in the next few
months, :

So, Jim, we regret to see you go, al-
though we admire the warm patriotic
urge which prompts you to serve your
country on the field of battle in this eriti-
cal time. We are certain your new ca-
reer will bring to you even richer honors
than you have won in the past. May you
have the fullest measure of success; may
you escape unharmed the ravages of war
and may you return to this great body at
some future date, When you do return
with new honors and with the satisfac-
tion of having contributed to the victory
your country will win we will welcome
you with outstretched arms.

The SPEAKER, The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, pa-
triotism plus courage are component
factors in the make-up of one who will
resign a seat in Congress at this time to
enter the armed forces. These factors
are common denominators in Jmmie
Van Zanpr,. While we all regret exceed-
ingly to see him go, yet we applaud his
His
path in the days immediately ahead will
be over a rugged and dangerous course.
He served with honor in the Navy during
World War No. 1. He has had consider-
able active duty on the high seas during
the present war. He knows the danger
which confronts him and I am sure that
his decision is not prompted by emotion
or overpersuasion. It is just plain, nat-
ural Jimmie Van Zanpr, responding to
what I am convinced he feels sure is his
duty. -

Many of us have been acquainted with
this unusual man since shortly after the
First World War. We came to know him
well because of his interest in veterans’
legislation and his association with vet-
eran organizations. More recently, as
legislative representative and national
commander of the Veterans of Foreign
Wars, he has been well known to all
Members of Congress. Few veterans
have a Nation-wide acquaintance equal
to his.

He came to Congress equipped for the
work and has done a splendid, worth-
while job. Jmnae Van Zawpt is always
most interested in the common man. It
will be difficult for the Twenty-third
District of Pennsylvania to fill his place
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